From: Greenberg, Ken

To: Karlson, Kristine

Subject: FW: Armstrong Chicken Ranch
Date: Friday, March 7, 2014 11:28:35 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

Armstrong Environmental Complaint.pdf
Armstrong October 2008 Inspection.pdf
Armstrong December 2008 Inspection.pdf

Kristine — I’'m going to send you a few e-mails with information about the Armstrong Egg Farm in San
Diego County adjacent to the San Pasqual Tribal land. We will be joining the Regional Water Quality
Control Board on an inspection of the farm sometime in the next couple of weeks. Please review
this material and then we can discuss whether or not you can do this inspection.

There are two water issues of concern to the Tribe — 1. control of wastewater/storm water
discharges and 2. Possible contamination of their drinking water sources.

What I found;

1. Drinking Water - Water Division checked it out and found no contamination
in the tribe's public water supply (combination of wells on tribal land and
piped water from neighboring Valley Center PWSS). However, 3 of the tribes
wells located closest to the egg farm have nitrates above the MCL. These 3
wells are currently used only for irrigation but the tribe is considering
using them as part of its drinking water supply.

2. Wastewater - the chicken ranch has been operating under a conditional
waiver from the Regional Water Quality Control Board which means that RWQCB
concluded they're not discharging and therefore don't need a discharge
permit. However, in a 2008 inspection the Board observed evidence of
discharge, issued an NOV and asked the ranch to apply for a discharge permit.
For some reason the ball was dropped and the RWQCB never issued a permit.
Because it's been a few years since ball was dropped, RWQCB agreed that
they'll go out now to inspect and determine anew if a discharge permit is
needed. We will join the RWQCB on this inspection. We also found in RWQCB
documents that in 2007 San Diego County storm water inspectors observed
process wastewater discharge from the egg farm to the county storm drains and
issued a warning to the egg farm. (see attached files with 2008 complaint
lodged with RWQCB.)

From: Sakamoto, Glenn

Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Greenberg, Ken

Subject: FW: Armstrong Chicken Ranch

Ken — Here is the final response from RWQCB, San Diego office, on the background of Armstrong
Chicken Ranch.



From: Mata, Michelle@Waterboards [mailto:Michelle.Mata@waterboards.ca.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 12:07 PM

To: Sakamoto, Glenn
Cc: Outwin, Brandi@Waterboards; Barker, David@Waterboards
Subject: Armstrong Chicken Ranch

Hello Glenn,
Here is a summary of my findings for Armstrong Egg Ranch (Facility):

- The Facility is not covered under an NPDES/WDR permit, however, they are enrolled under a
San Diego Water Board conditional waiver for discharges from animal operations. The
Conditional Waivers expired February 3, 2014. The San Diego Water Board is in the process
of renewing the waivers.

- The Conditional Waiver does not require groundwater monitoring, therefore we do not
have any nitrate data. You should contact: Tom Lambert, County of San Diego Department
of Environmental Health. | previously sent you his contact information.

- Ourrecords indicate the Facility has over 300,000 hens; based on available information it
appears Armstrong Chicken Ranch is a CAFO under 40 CFR 122.23 criteria.

- In October 2008, the San Diego Water Board received an Environmental Complaint and
Petition for Enforcement from the Humane Society of the United States (attached). The
complaint alleged that the Facility was illegally discharging wastewater into storm drains and
onto the neighbors land and requested the San Diego Water Board initiate an investigation.

- Aninspection was conducted in October 2008 (attached). In summary, the inspection
report states that the Facility was not in compliance with the conditional waiver. Although
there were no discharges at the time of the inspection, there was evidence of previous
discharges. In addition, the Facility did not have adequate BMPs to ensure process
wastewater didn’t leave the site or to prevent storm water from coming into contact with
manure piles.

- In November 2008, the San Diego Water Board issued a Notice of Violation to the Facility for
the failure to comply with the San Diego Water Board Basin Plan Prohibitions and
Conditional Waiver Requirements.

- In December 2008, the San Diego Water Board conducted a follow-up inspection of the
Facility (attached). The inspection report states that the facility had implemented temporary
BMPs and management measures to prevent discharges from flowing onto adjacent
properties or to the storm water conveyance system. The report also notes that the San
Diego Water Board was considering issuing individual WDRs to the Facility.

- In March 2009, the San Diego Water Board sent a letter to the Facility requesting the
submittal of a Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD). | was not able to locate a ROWD in our
records. The March 2009 letter did not indicate a deadline for submittal.

- In March 2010, the County of San Diego Agriculture, Weights, and Measures staff conducted
an inspection of the Facility and indicated (in an email to the San Diego Water Board) that
the owner of the Facility was waiting for grant funding to proceed with engineering designs
and construction of additional facilities. This is the last correspondence in our files.



Next steps:

The San Diego Water Board plans to conduct an inspection of the Facility in the near future (date
TBD). Please let me know if you (or someone in your office) are interested in attending. We will also
be following up on the status of the ROWD.

Feel free to contact me if you have any questions or would like to discuss further.

Respectfully,

Michelle Mata

Water Resource Control Engineer

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92108-2700

(619) 521-3369

Description: cid:image001.jpg@01CEB376. E14FF6B0
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This Email message contained an attachment named

image00l.jpg
which may be a computer program. This attached computer program could
contain a computer virus which could cause harm to EPA's computers,
network, and data. The attachment has been deleted.

This was done to limit the distribution of computer viruses introduced
into the EPA network. EPA is deleting all computer program attachments
sent from the Internet into the agency via Email.

If the message sender is known and the attachment was legitimate, you
should contact the sender and request that they rename the file name
extension and resend the Email with the renamed attachment. After
receiving the revised Email, containing the renamed attachment, you can
rename the file extension to its correct name.

For further information, please contact the EPA Call Center at
(866) 411-4EPA (4372). The TDD number is (866) 489-4900.
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<N California Regional Water Quality Control Board &£

San Diego Region \7 Y,
Lg‘i‘:ﬁ;)g“j’;:“s Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties Arncld gchwarzeneggcr
Environmental Protection Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from USEPA overnor

9174 Sky Park Count, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 + Fax (858) 571-6972
http:// www waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego

January 2, 2009 CERTIFIED MAIL
7008 0150 0003 7457 8001

In reply refer to:

Mr. Ryan Armstrong GWB:ORC U:agrove
Armstrong Farms e
P.O. Box 2299 2

27431 N Lake Wohlford Road
Valley Center, CA 92082

Dear Mr. Armstrong:

SUBJECT: FOLLOW-UP SITE INSPECTION - ARMSTRONG FARMS, VALLEY
CENTER, CA

Enclosed is a copy of the Inspection Report for Armstrong Farms, located in Valley
Center, CA. The inspection was conducted on December 22, 2008 by Ms. Amy Grove
and Mr. Fisayo Osibodu of the Groundwater Basins Branch from the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board). This inspection was
a follow-up to the inspection conducted by Staff on October 14, 2008 and to the Notice
of Violation No. R9-2008-0149 issued on November 21, 2008.

In summary, the inspection report states that temporary best management practices
(BMPs) and management measures (MMs) have been implemented at the site since
the previous inspection in mid-October. Controls have been installed to divert storm
water runoff and waste waters back onto the site, in order {o prevent discharges from
flowing onto adjacent properties or to the storm water conveyance system. Staff did not
observe any illicit discharges during the course of the inspection despite the rainy
conditions. Several permanent BMPs and MMs being considered for use at the site
were discussed at length. Staff has agreed to meet to discuss the measures under
consideration, in January 2009. '

As discussed during the inspection, the Regional Board is considering issuing individual
waste discharge requirements for the site in early 2009. If the Regional Board
determines that this is the most appropriate course of action for Armstrong Farms, then
a letter requesting a revised Report of Waste Discharge and Waste Management Plan
will be forthcoming.

The heading portion of this letter includes a Regional Board code number noted after
“In reply refer to.” In order to assist us in the processing of your correspondence please

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Ryan Armstrong -2- January 2, 2009
Armstrong Farms
Follow-up Site Inspection

include this code number in the heading or subject line portion of all correspondence
and reports to the Regional Board pertaining to this matter.

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Ms. Amy Grove
at (858) 637-7136, or via e-mail at agrove@waterboards.ca.gov, or Mr. Bob Morris at
(858) 467-2962, or via e-mail at bmorris@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Supervising Engineering Geologist
Groundwater Basins Branch

JC:rwm:alg

Enclosure: December 22, 2008 Site Inspection Report with Photos

cc: Ms. Nancy Appel, Water Quality and Hazardous Materials Supervisor, County of San Diego
Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures, 5555 Overland Avenue, Suite 3101, San Diego,
CA 92123

Ms. Maureen Stapleton, General manager, San Diego County Water Authority, 4677 Overland
Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123

Mr. Clay Phillips, City Manager, City of Escondido, City Hall, Second Floor, 201 North Broadway,
Escondido, CA 92025

Ms. Katelyn Kinn, San Diego Coastkeeper, 5053 ¥ Mission Blvd., San Diego, CA 92109
Mr. Ramon Hernandez, (X))

Ms. Jessica Culpepper, Mr. Peter Brandt, The Humane Society of the United States, 2100 L. Street
NW, Washington, DC 20037

California Environmental Protection Agency
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD - SAN DIEGO REGION

FACILITY INSPECTION DATA ENTRY FORM

INSPECTION DATE: L/ 91,/ 0% mme:4:304m woip: 10000015 11 ORDER NO. o/~ FILE NO._13] (059

FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE(S) PRESENT DURING INSPECTION: _ Yl Qu\av\ lq‘V’V\’\'Sh’b\"!q
7

| \ - 2 2 ‘ —m
NAME OF OWNER, AGENCY OR PARTY RESPONSIBLE FOR DISCHARGE OWNE! E#

Arpshona Farms Sawte

FACILITY OR DEVELQE}R NAME (if different from owner) FACILITY OR DEVELOPER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #

(b) (6) | VATPNE e d
FACILITY CITY AND STATE '

APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY LICENSING REQUIREMENTS {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

MS4 URBAN RUNOFF REQUIREMENTS NPDES NOS. CAS0108758, CAS0108740 or CAS0108766
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT ORDER NO. 99-08-DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000002
CALTRANS GENERAL PERMIT ORDER NO. 99-06-DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000003

INDUSTRIAL GENERAL PERMIT ORDER NO. 97-03-DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000001

GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS OR NPDES

[\}" GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS

[J SECTION 401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION

[O cwC SECTION 13264

OOoaocn

INSPECTION TYPE (Check One)

Al __ "A” type compliance—~Comprehensive inspection in which samples are taken. (EPA Type S)

B1 __ “B" type compliance—-A routine nonsampling inspection. (EPA Type C)

02 ____ Noncompliance follow-up-Inspection made to verify correction of a previously identified violation.

03 X Enforcement follow-up-Inspection made to verify that conditions of an enforcement action are being met.

04 ____ Complaint--Inspection made in response to a complaint.

05 _ Pre-requirement-—-Inspection made to gather info. relative to preparing, modifying, or rescinding requirements.
06 ___ Miscellaneous ~ inspection type is not included on this list, may inciude NOT, NEC, NONA or other types

07 __ Pretreatment Audit (every five years)

08 ___ Pretreatment Compliance (yearly except audit year)

INSPECTION FINDINGS
Were violations noted during this inspection? (Yes/No/Review Sample Results)

LL_ Were samples taken? (N=no) If YES then, G= grab or C= Composite and attach a copy of the sample results/chain of custody form

. COMPLIANCE HISTORY:

NOv. 24- 2008 - DluA \Sou’A \\/o)\‘b?) Qa(\/w\awcm; of Condshonal U)[uw;/
!_lfh\-); QZSO\AhGY\ No. €4q- dw7’O\LH
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 2 of 2
FACILITY: Amﬂﬂé‘ﬁ/ﬁ 4 /Ea S (wpIp) FJOOOCOI 311 INSPECTION DATE: |3 23;1!()?3

1
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SWPPP Reviewed: YES___ NOv~
COPY PROVIDED TO OPERATOR? YES___ NO_  COPY TO BE MAILED? YES _/ NO

COMMENTS REGARDING INSPECTION (FOR ENTRY INTO SWIM, such as notes on photos, file locations and/or samples):

SIGNATURE INSPECTION DATE
S)ﬁ .90, Q007
SIGNATURE INSPECTION DATE
IV. (For internal use only)
Reviewed by Supervisor: Date
cc: City Contact

Program: NPDES STORM NON15-WDR 401 NPS TITLE 27 AGT DoD LNDISP PTPRG RCRA SLIC REC

inter-office Referral: 1) 2) 3) 4) 5)

S:\industrial Compliance\Stormwater\inspection Report Form 11-20-02.doc
S:\Forms & Templates\inspection Report Form.doc




Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date: December 22, 2008

Photo shows some of the temporary best management practices installed by the owners to prevent
the discharge of waste water from the site. This inspection occurred on a rainy day, and staff did not
observe any runoff or discharges of waste water from the site.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date: December 22, 2008

This is the same photo shown above at a closer range. The owners installed sand bags as
temporary controls for runoff. According to the owners, these temporary measures will remain in
place until the permanent best management practices or management measures can be installed.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date: December 22, 2008

This photos depicts as earthen trench constructed by the owners to divert storm water and/or waste
water back onto the site, and to prevent the illicit discharge of these waters from the site. Staff
recommended the owners line the trench to help prevent sediment build-up, and to make this a more
permanent management measure.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date: December 22, 2008

This photo depicts one of the composting areas. The photo shows that the area is lined with asphalt,
preventing infiltration of nutrients into groundwater in this area. Permanent best management
practices have not yet been installed in this area due to issues with the machinery used in
composting. More permanent measures will be installed once a decision is made regarding the
number of detention ponds appropriate for this site.
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< California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region N T
L?ﬂ?ﬁ;,’;‘}zf“ Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties Arnold Schwarzenegger
Environmental Protection Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from USEPA Governor
9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 » Fax (858) 571-6972
http:// www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego
November 21, 2008 CERTIFIED MAIL - RECEIPT REQUESTED

7008 1140 0004 9971 8252
Mr. Ryan Armstrong
Armstrong Farms : in Reply Refer to:
P.O. Box 2299 GWB:ORCU:agrove
27431 North Lake Wohlford Road
Valley Center, CA 92082

Dear Mr. Armstrong:

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO. R9-2008-0149; FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH
BASIN PLAN WASTE DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS 1, 2, 6, 7, AND 8 AND
CONDITIONAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS NO. 3
ARMSTRONG FARMS, VALLEY CENTER, CA

Enclosed is a copy of Notice of Violation No. R9-2008-0149 alleging that Armstrong Farms
is in violation of Waste Discharge Prohibitions 1, 2, 6, 7, and 8, and Conditional Waiver
No. 3, “Discharges from Animal Operatlons prescribed in the Water Quality Control Plan
for the San Diego Basin (Basin Plan).” This NOV has been issued because Armstrong
Farms failed to implement adequate best management practices (BMPs) specifically
required by Conditional Waiver No. 3. The failure to implement BMPs led to the violation
of Basin Plan Prohibitions 1, 2, 6, 7, and 8. The site conditions observed during the
inspection threaten to cause a condition of pollution, contamination, and/or nuisance.

These violations subject Armstrong Farms to enforcement action by the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board), including
administrative enforcement orders requiring Armstrong Farms to cleanup waste and abate
existing or threatened conditions of pollution or nuisance, administrative judicial
proceedings for the assessment of civil liability in amounts of up to $1,000 per day; referral
to the State Attorney General for injunctive relief; and referral to the District Attorney for
criminal prosecution.

! Resolution No. R9-2007-0104 was issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San
Diego Region as an amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Basin (9) to Incorporate

- the Revised Conditional Waivers of Waste Discharge Requirements for Specific Types of Discharg e within
the San Diego Region. This Resoiution was adopted by the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board
on October 7, 2007. A copy of Conditional Waiver No. 3 to Resolution No. R9-2007-0104 was sent to you as
an attachment by |etter dated October 10, 2008.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Ryan Armstrong -2- November 21, 2008
Complaint Follow-up Inspection

Armstrong Farms

Valley Center, CA

The heading portion of this letter includes a Regional Board code number noted after “In
reply refer to.” In order to assist us in the processing of your correspondence please
include this code number in the heading or subject line portion of all correspondence and
reports to the Regional Board pertaining to this matter.

Questions pertaining to this matter should be directed to Ms. Amy Grove at (858) 637-
7136, or via e-mail at agrove@waterboards.ca.gov; or to Mr. Bob Morris at (858) 467-
2962, or via e-mail at bmorris@waterboards.ca.gov. If you feel you have received this
Notice in error, or need clarification on any of the violations, please contact our office
immediately. Written correspondence should be addressed to:

Ms. Julie Chan

Supervising Engineering Geologist

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92123-4340

Attn: Mr. Bob Morris and Ms. Amy Grove

Sincerely,

o e

e L_,I( & /:'_:\w\,'( o

\
fz--Julie Chan ' ' , |
Supervising Engineering Geologist |

JC:rwm:alg

Enclosure 1. Notice of Violation No. R9-2008-0149
2. Inspection Report and USEPA Pamphlet for CAFO Clean Water Act
Requirements

cc: Ms. Nancy Appel, Water Quality and Hazardous materials Supervisor, County of San Diego
Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures, 5555 Overland Avenue, Suite 3101, San Diego,
CA 92123

Ms. Maureen Stapleton, General Manager, San Diego County Water Authority, 4677 Overland
Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123

Mr. Clay Phillips, City Manager, City of Escondido, City Hall, Second Floor, 201 North Broadway,
Escondido, CA 92025

Mr. Ramon Hernandez, (X)) |

California Environmental Protection Agency

—~ .
& ReiycledPaper ‘ - 5 (3] (PR 2 | A W




Mr. Ryan Armstrong -3- November 21, 2008

Complaint Follow-up Inspection
Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA

Ms. Jessica Culpepper, Mr. Peter Brandt, The Humane Society of the United States, 2100 L. Street
NW, Washington, DC 20037

California Environmental Protection Agency
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<N California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region :
Lg'i‘:esf;g'};r_"s Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties Araold Schwarzene(_ger
Environmental Protection Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Qutstanding Achievement from USEPA Governor

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 » Fax (858) 571-6972
http.// www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego

IN THE MATTER OF

NOTICE OF VIOLATION
No. R9-2008-0149

Mr. Ryan Armstrong

Armstrong Farms

P.O. Box 2299

27431 North L.ake Wohliford Road
Valley Center, CA 92082

November 21, 2008

Site: Armstrong Farms
27431 N. Lake Wohlford Road, Valley Center, CA

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT:

Armstrong Farms is violating and threatening to violate the Waste Discharge
Prohibitions and Conditional Waiver No. 3, Discharges from Animal Operations,
prescribed in the Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Basin (Basin Plan).
Specifically, the following Waste Discharge Prohibitions and provisions in Conditional
Waiver No. 3 are being violated or threaten to be violated by Armstrong Farms, as
documented in the attached October 14, 2008 site inspection report.

Description of Alleged Violations

A. VIOLATIONS OF BASIN PLAN WASTE DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS

in accordance with California Water Code section 13243, this Regional Board
has specified in the Basin Plan certain conditions or areas where the discharge
of waste, or certain types of waste is not permitted. Armstrong Farms is violating
or threatening to violate the following Waste Discharge Prohibitions.

1. Basin Plan Prohibition (1)

The discharge of waste fo waters of the state in a manner causing, or
threatening to cause a condition of pollution, contamination or nuisance as
defined in California Water Code section 13050, is prohibited.

Finding: The Site does not have adequate best management practices
(BMPs) and/or management measures (MM) to prevent the discharge of
animal waste and process water containing elevated levels of nutrients and
contaminants from the Site to waters of the State, which threatens to cause a
condition of nuisance, pollution, and/or contamination in waters of the State.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Ryan Armstrong ~2- November 21, 2008
Notice of Violation No. R9-2008-0149
Armstrong Farms

2. Basin Plan Prohibition (2)

The discharge of waste to land, except as authorized by waste discharge
requirements or the terms described in California Water Code section 13264 is
prohibited

Finding: The Site does not have adequate BMPs and/or MMs to prevent the
discharge of animal waste and process water from the Site to adjacent
property. Poultry manure and other waste are stockpiled and composted on
the Site without adequate BMPs and/or MMs to prevent the discharges into
waters of the state. These discharges are not authorized by waste discharge
requirements or the terms described in Water Code section 13264.

3. Basin Plan Prohibition (3)

The discharge of pollutants or dredged or fill material to waters of the United
States except as authorized by an NPDES permit or a dredged or fill material
permit (subject to the exemption described in California Water Code §13376) is
prohibited.

Finding: The site does not have BMPs in place to prevent storm water run-on
from coming into contact with manure/composting piles which would result in a
discharge of pollutants to surface waters. :

4. Basin Plan Prohibition (6)
The discharge of waste in a manner causing flow, ponding, or surfacing on
lands not owned or under the control of the discharger is prohibited, unless the
discharge is authorized by the Regional Board.
Finding: The Site does not have adequate BMPs and/or MMs to prevent the
discharge of animal waste and process water from the Site to adjacent
property. ,

5. Basin Plan Prohibition (7)

The dumping, deposition, or discharge of waste directly info waters of the state,
or adjacent to such waters in any manner which may permit its being

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Ryan Armstrong -3- November 21, 2008
Notice of Violation No. R8-2008-0149
Armstrong Farms

transported into the waters, is prohibited unless authorized by the Regional
Board.

Finding: Poultry manure and other waste are stockpiled and composted on the
Site without adequate BMPs and/or MMs to prevent discharges into waters of the
state.

6. Basin Plan Prohibition (8)

Any discharge to a storm water conveyance system that is not composed
entirely of "storm water” is prohibited unless authorized by the Regional Board.
[The federal reguiations, 40 CFR 122.26(b)(13), define storm water as storm
water runoff, snow melt runoff, and surface runoff and drainage. 40 CFR
122.26(bj(2} defines an illicit discharge as any discharge to a storm water
conveyance system that is not composed entirely of storm water except
discharges pursuant to a NPDES permit and discharges resulting from fire
fighting activities.] [§122.26 amended a 56 FR 56553, November 5, 1991;

57 FR 11412, April 2, 1992]..

Finding: The Site does not have adequate BMPs and/or MMs to prevent
discharges of water used for the roof sprinkler cooling system from discharging
elevated levels of nutrients and contaminants from the facility to an off-site
storm water conveyance system.

B. VIOLATIONS OF BASIN PLAN CONDITIONAL WAIVER OF WASTE
DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS NO. 3 FOR DISCHARGES FROM ANIMAL
OPERATIONS

The following conditions of Conditional Waiver No. 3, Dischargers from Animal
Operations, are threatened to be violated by Armstrong Farms.

1. General Conditions
The general condition of the resolution states that the discharge shall not create
a nuisance or pollution as defined in the Porter Cologne Water Quality Control
Act (Water Code)
Finding: The Site does not have adequate BMPs and/or MMs to prevent the

discharge of animal waste and process water containing elevated levels of
nutrients and contaminants from the Site to waters of the State, which threatens

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Ryan Armstrong -4 - November 21, 2008
Notice of Violation No. R9-2008-0149
Armstrong Farms

to cause a condition of nuisance, pollution, and/or contamination in waters of the
State.

2. Condition 3.1.B.1 General Manure Management Waiver Conditions

Condition 3.1.B.1 states that animal operations must prevent the direct or indirect
discharge of animal wastes (manure, urine, soil bedding) to any surface waters
of the state (including ephemeral streams and vernal pools).

Finding: The Site does not have BMPs in place to prevent storm water run-on
from coming into contact with manure/composting piles which would likely result
in a discharge of animal wastes to surface waters.

3. Condition 3.1.B.2.c General Manure Management Waiver Conditions

Condition 3.1.B.2.c states that areas adjacent to temporary storage areas for
animal wastes should be graded to prevent storm water and surface runoff from
reaching the storage area.

Finding: The Site is not graded to prevent storm water from coming into contact
with manure/composting piles, which would likely result in a discharge of animal
wastes to surface waters.

The above violations subject Armstrong Farms to possible enforcement action by the
Regional Board, including administrative enforcement orders requiring Armstrong
Farms to clean up waste and abate existing or threatened conditions of pollution or
nuisance, administrative judicial proceedings for the assessment of civil liability in
amount of up to $1,000 per day; referral to the State Attorney General for injunctive
relief, and referral to the District Attorney for criminal prosecution.

W G AN ]z )&
£z Julie Chan Date

Supervising Engineering Geologist

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

California Environmental Protection Agency
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD - SAN DIEGO REGION

FACILITY INSPECTION DATA ENTRY FORM

INSPECTION DATE: to‘/lq 1_()? TIME: 0‘ 20am WDID: ORDER NO. !&ﬁ wer FILE NO.

FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE(S) PRESENT DURING INSPECTION: M. Qq‘av\ pﬂ” NSty Oﬂﬁ

g%e’“ W Q]avx A_—_rmsfrong
OF OWNER, AGENCY OR PARTY RESPONS FOR DISCHARGE PHONE #

Arrrnshpea Farans Sowne Bs Dseye

FACILITY OR DEVELOPER NAME (if different from owner) FACILITY OR DEVELOPER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #

IO ol oot A
FACILITY CITY AND STATE

APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY LICENSING REQUIREMENTS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
[[] MS4 URBAN RUNOFF REQUIREMENTS NPDES NOS. CAS0108758, CAS0108740 or CAS01087656
[[] CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT ORDER NO. 99-08-DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000002
[0 CALTRANS GENERAL PERMIT ORDER NO. 99-06-DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000003
[0 INDUSTRIAL GENERAL PERMIT ORDER NO. 97-03-DWQ, NPDES NO. CAS000001
[] . GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS OR NPDES
GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
[J SECTION 401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION
[J cwcC SECTION 13264

INSPECTION TYPE (Check One)

Al “A" type compliance-~Comprehensive inspection in which samples are taken. (EPA Type S)

B1 ____ “B" type compliance—A routine nonsampling inspection. (EPA Type C)

02 Noncompliance follow-up—Inspection made to verify correction of a previously identified violation.

03 Enforcement follow-up—~Inspection made to verify that conditions of an enforcement action are being met.

04 I Complaint—-Inspection made in response to a complaint.

05 Pre-requirement—Inspection made to gather info. relative to preparing, modifying, or rescinding requirements.
06 Miscellaneous - inspection type is not included on this list, may include NOT, NEC, NONA or other types

07 Pretreatment Audit (every five years)

08 Pretreatment Compliance (yearly except audit year)

INSPECTION FINDINGS
Were violations noted during this inspection? (Yes/No/Review Sample Results) -

lﬂ Were samples taken? (N=no) If YES then, G= grab or C= Composite and attach a copy of the sample results/chain of custody form

COMPLIANCE HISTORY:

The <<'\¥c 'S (‘ea\)\cxjrcc}\ (u/\r)@(‘ COf\dchcv\CA U\ ver™ I\\g.@(%&h}h‘cr\
No. QQ-&00ﬁ~é\)eL\\~Di>Mrao%ﬁﬂ' Aniccal Ooppdiens.

I FINDINGS
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 2 of 2

FACILITY: Prw\/\ﬁ»\w,nq F&f wis (WDID) INSPECTION DATE: { O[“:{ [Qg
)

(‘Dﬂ*‘éd’ A WALNOCE m\ ¥ oCAD ensvre. Hnot Storan opdeyv <’ Pmazs&
pnste  oder Aueb ok WALY T Addheme. nfside .

Li‘)bue'a/s e locsons Peasicring &;r#zc;HuL Achons :
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©) Concold wif d@tan ENOLNEE Qw necded A Cicnhions
‘hlm«wn%f da%—uﬂ’\\g\f\ ancl Corahuciion P(F%Q&Scdr

1R RECOMMENDATIONS AND ADDITIONAL ITEMS FOR FOLLOWUP
This e wnah %\.Of\k()e?c:\' 40 USEPA CAED r@Ul&Hms-

SWPPP Reviewed: YES__ NOX_
COPY PROVIDED TO OPERATOR? YES___ NO_X_ COPY TO BE MAILED? YES_X NO___

COMMENTS REGARDING INSPECTION (FOR ENTRY INTC SWIM, such as notes on photos, file locations and/or samples):

RESPONSIBLE PARTY SIGNATURE INSPECTION DATE

STAFF INSPECTOR SIGNATURE INSPECTION DATE

IV. (For internal use only)
Reviewed by Supervisor: '\2 ol X~ WNNONMA—  pate /0- &7-2 009

cc: City Contact

Program: NPDES STORM NON15-WDR 401 NPS TITLE 27 AGT DoD LNDISP PTPRG RCRA SLIC REC

Inter-office Referral: 1) 2) 3) 4) 5)

S:\Industrial Compliance\Stormwater\Inspection Report Form 11-20-02.doc
S:\Forms & Templates\inspection Report Form.doc
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
tnspection Date: October 14, 2008

This is the current overflow area for runoff from the roof sprinkler cooling system.
There is a pump connected to the over flow area. When the pump is clogged or
broken, overflow occurs, discharging process waste water offsite, into a storm
water drain, or onto the neighbor’s property.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
inspection Date: October 14, 2008

Photo shows manure piles onsite. There are no best management practices
(BMPs) in place to prevent storm water from coming into contact with the manure
piles, and to prevent that water from leaving the site.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date: October 14, 2008

Manure piles near the truck gate which do not have any BMPs in place to prevent
storm water from coming into contact with manure, then discharging offsite.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date; October 14, 2008

The picture shows a trench constructed by the owners to allow storm water to run
offsite to the property boundary and beyond to the roadway easement and
culvert.
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Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
inspection Date: October 14, 2008

This is a culvert that allows storm water or process water to leave the facility and
discharge to the property boundary, and beyond into the roadway easement.

- : - T - - - . B = v AR T o NG i Y




Armstrong Farms
Valley Center, CA
Inspection Date: October 14, 2008

This is the end of the conveyor belt that moves the manure from the chicken
house tao a truck, which hauls it over to the manure piles twice a week. There are
no best management practices in place te catch any manure that misses the
truck and falis on the ground. Staff observed manure sitting on the ground in this

area.
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Is my chicken or turkey operation a CAFO?
Your operation is a CAFO if it is
an animal feeding operation
(AFO) and it meets one of the
following conditions

See the pamphlet
Will My Operation
Be Regulated? for
the definition of
an AFC.

Large CAFOs
Your chicken or turkey AFQ is a Large CTAFQ if it has
at least
v' 55,000 turkeys
¥ 30,000 chickens (liquid manure handling systems)
v 82,000 laying hens (other than liquid manure han-
dling systems)
¥' 125,000 chickens except laying hens (other than
tiquid manure handling systems)

Medium CAFOs
Your chicken or turkey AFO Is a Medium CAFO if it has
at least
v 16,500 turkeys
¥ 9,000 chickens (liquid manure handling systems)
¥ 25,000 laying hens {other than liquid manure han-
dling systems)
v 37,500 chickens except laying hens (other than
tiquid manure handling systems)
and
¥" a man-made ditch or pipe carries manure or waste-
water from your operation or

¥’ your animals come into contact with surface water
running through the area where they’re confined

Designated CAFOs

Mo matter what size your operation is, if it is an AFQ, it
Can be designated a CAFO. If your permitting authority
inspects your operation and finds that it's adding
pollutants to surface waters, your operation might need a
CAFO permit.

My operation is a CAFO. What do | have to do?

You must apply to your permitting authority for a permit,
Most states have the authority to manage CAFO programs
and issue permits. State CAFO programs are based on the
revised national CAFQO regulation. You can use this pamphlet
to help you learn about the minimum requirements for a
permit. You should contact your permitting authority to find
out what your state-specific requirements are and how to
apply for a permit. Check the insert to this pamphlet for
your permitting authority’s contact information.

What will my operation’s permit require?
Your CAFO permit will require you to meet certain

conditions for your production
and land application areas. The
specific requirements of your
permit will depend on whether
your operation is a Large,
Medium, or designated CAFO.

The production area
is the area where
YOuUr animals are
housed and manure
is stored. -

Reguirements for all chicken or turkey CAFOs
You can expect your permit to require you to
¥ implement a nutrient management pian

¥" Submit annual reports to your permitting authority

¥ Keep your permit current until you completely close
your operation and remove all manure

¥ Keep records of your nutrient management
practices for at least 5 years {See the pamphlet
What Are the Federal Record-Keeping and Reporting
Requirements?) )

Nutrient management plans for all chicken and
turkey CAFOs must include provisions for
¥ Assuring adequate manure storage capacity

v Proper handling of dead animals and chemicals
¥’ Diverting clean water from the production area
.\:mmnﬂ:mm:_:._m_mocﬁoﬂmc:mnmEmﬁm_‘
.\

Using site-specific

conservation practices The land application

area inciudes all
the land under your
control where you
spread manure.

v Developing ways to test
manure and soil

v’ Assuring appropriate
use of nutrients when

you spread manure

v Keeping records of your nutrient management practices

Your permitting authority might set more
requirements for any size CAFO.

Requirements for medium and designated chicken

or turkey CAFOs

Your permitting authority might set more requirements for
your nutrient management plan. These requirements will
depend on the permit writer’s best professional judgment
and could be like the requirements for Large chicken or
turkey CAFOs. '

Requirements for large chicken or turkey CAFOs
Mutrient managernent plans for Large chicken and turkey
CAFOs have more requirements for production and land

application areas.

Production area

v" Design your production area to contain all of your
CAFO's manure plus the runoff from a 25-year,
24-hour rainfall event (large storms). (Overflows

from large storms are
altowed only if your
operation is designed
and operated to meet
these specifications.)

v Install depth markers in
liquid manure storage
structures

v Inspect your production
area weekly and all water
lines daily

v Correct any problems you
find as soon as possible

v Properly handle dead
animals

Land application area

New Large chicken
CAFOs

Must design your
production area to
completely contain all
manure pius the runcff
from all storm events,
or to contain manure
and runcff from a very
large storm. {(Overflows
are allowed if your
operation is designed
and operated to meet
these specifications.)

v Apply manure at rates that meet your permitting

authority’s standards

v" Analyze manure for
nutrient content at least
once a year

v Analyze the soil from
your land application
flelds for phosphorus
amounts every 5 years

v Avoid applying manure to
any land within 100 feet
of surface water

Some Large chicken
CAFOs may qualify
for equivalent
discharge allowances.
If you use innovative
technologies, like
treating wastewater in
your production area,
ask your permitting
authority about your
options.

¥ From time to time, inspect your land application

equipment for leaks

Transferring manure to other persons
v NKeep records for at least 5 years on the date,
recipient, amount, and nutrient content of the

manure you transferred

v" Information about the nutrient content of your
manure must be given to the recipient




North Dakota
North Dakota Department of Health
(701) 328-5210

Chio

Cathy Alexander

Ohic Environmental Protection Agency
(614) 644-202]

Oklahoma
USEPA Region 6
Kenneth Huffman
(214) 665-7504

Oregon

Oregon Department of Environmental
Quality

(503) 229-6490

Pacific Islands

(American Samoa, Guam, Northern Mariana Islands,

and unincorporated U.S. Pacific Possessions)
USEPA Region 9

John Ungvarsky

(415) 972-3963

Pennsylvania

Cedric Karper

Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection

(717) 783-7577

Puerto Rico
USEPA Region 2
Andrea Coats
(212) 637-3850

Rhode Island

Eric Beck

Rhode Island Department of
Environmental Management
(401) 222-4700

South Carolina

Marion Sadler

South Carolina Department of Health &
Environmental Control

(803) 898-4167

South Dakota

South Dakota Department of
Fnvironmental and Natural Resources
(605) 773-3351

Tennessee

Saya Qualls

Tennessee Department of Environment
& Conservation

(615) 532-0633

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations
Permitting Authority Contacts

Texas

Darrell Williams

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

(512) 239-4480

Utah

Utah Department of Environmental
Quality

(801) 538-6146

Vermont

Brian Kooiker

Vermont Department of Environmental
Conservation ‘

(802) 241-2596

Virgin Islands
USEPA Region 2
Andrea Coats
(212) 637-3850

Virginia

Martin Ferguson

Virginia Department of Environmental
Quality

(804) 698-4039

Washington
Washington Department of Ecology
(360) 407-6405

West Virginia

William Brannon

West Virginia Department of
Environmental Protection
(304) 558-2107

Wisconsin

Russ Rasmussen

Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources

(608) 267-7651

Wyoming

Wyoming Department of Environmental
Quality

307 777-7781

Tribal Permitting Authorities

USEPA Region 1
{MA, NH, VT, R], CT, ME)
Bruce Rosinoff
(617)918-1698

USEPA Region 2
{NY, NI, PR, V])
Andrea Coats

(212) 637-3850

USEPA Region 3
(MD, DE, PA, VA, WV)
Hank Zygmunt
(215) 814-5750

USEPA Region 4
(NC, SC, GA, AL, FL, TN, KY, MS)
Sam Sampath
{404) 562-9229

USEPA Region 5
(IN, IL, MN, W1, OH)
John Colletti
(312) 886-6106

USEPA Region 6
(TX, AR, LA, NM, OK}
Kenneth Huffman
(214) 665-7504

USEPA Region 7
(TA, NE, MO, KS)
Ralph Surnmers
(913) 551-7418

USEPA Region 8
(CO, MT, WY, UT, ND, §D)
Debra Thomas
(303) 312-6373

USEPA Region 9
{CA, AZ, HI, Pacific Islands)
John Ungvarsky
(415) 972-3963

USEPA Region 10
{AK, OR, WA, ID)
Public Information Center
(800) 424-4372

This list is current as of December 15, 2002. The contact information listed here is subject to change.
A continuously updated list of CAFQ Permitting Authority contacts can be found at http://www.epa.gov/npdes/cafo/statecontacts.

CODIDIN NS b




Alabama

Richard Hulcher

Alabama Department of Environmental
Management

(334) 394-4326

Alaska

U.S. EPA Region 1¢
Public Information Center
(800) 424-4372

Arizona

Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality

(602) 771-4469

Arkansas

Mo Shafii

Arkansas Department of Environmental
Quality

(501) 682-0616

California
State Water Resources Control Board
(916) 341-5587

Colorado

Colorado Department of Public Health
and Environment

(303) 692-3500

Connecticut

Joseph Wetteman
Connecticut Department of
Environmental Protection
(806) 424-3803

Delaware

Kevin Donnelly

Detaware Department of Natural
Resources and Environmental Control
(302) 739-4860

Florida

Vince Seibold

Florida Department of Environmental
Protection

(850) 921-9387

Georgia

Tom Hopkins

Georgia Department of Natural Resources
(404) 362-4916

Hawaii
Hawaii Department of Health
(808) 586-4309

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations
Permitting Authority Contacts

Haho

U.S. EPA Region 10
Public Information Center
(800) 424-4372

Hinois

Bruce Yurdin

Iliinois Environmental Protection Agency
(217) 782-3362

Indiana

Steven Roush

Indiana Department of Environmental
Management

(317) 232-8706

Towa
Towa Department of Natural Resources

(515) 281-8693

Kansas

Kansas Department of Health &
Environment

(785) 296-6432

Kentucky

Bruce Scott

Kentucky Department for Environmental
Protecticn

(502) 564-3410

Louisiana

Tom Killeen

Louisiana Department of Environmental
Quality

(225) 765-0100

Maine

Gregg Wood

Maine Department of Environmentat
Protection

(207) 287-7693

Maryland

Robert Summers

Maryland Department of the Environment
(410) 631-3567

Massachusetts
Bruce Rosinoff
USEPA Region |
(617) 918-1698

Michigan

Ronda Waycheck

Michigan Department of Environmental
Quality

(517)241-7832

Minnesota

Wayne Anderson

Minnesota Pollution Control
Agency/Regional Environmental
Management Division

(651) 296-7323

Mississippi

Bryan Coilins

Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality
(601) 961-5239

Missouri

Missouri Department of Natural
Resources

(573) 751-1300

Montana

Montana Department of Environmental
Quality

(406) 444-3080

Nebraska

Nebraska Department of Environmental
Quality

(402) 471-4239

Nevada

Nevada Division of Environmental
Protection

(775) 687-9423

New Hampshire
Brian Pitt
USEPA Region 1
(617) 918-1875

New Jersey

Bruce Friedman

New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection
(609) 633-7021

New Mexico
USEPA Region 6
Kenneth Huffman
(214) 665-7504

New York

Joe Dimura

New York Department of
Environmental Conservation
(518) 402-8111

North Carolina

Dennis Ramsey

North Carclina Department of
Environment, Health, & Natural
Resources

(919) 733-5083 x528

This list is current as of December 15, 2002. The contact information listed here is subject to change.
A continuously updated list of CAFO Permitting Authority contacts can be found at http://www.epa.gov/npdes/cafo/statecontacts.
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XN California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region N2
Linda 8. Adams Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Countics Arnold Schwarzenegger
Secrerary for i 8 Governor
FEnvironmental Protection Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Qutstanding Achievement from USEPA

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 +» Fax (858) 571-6972
http:// www.waterboards.ca.gev/sandiego

October 10, 2008 CERTIFIED MAIL
7006 2760 0000 1615 7493

o In reply refer to:
Ms. Jessica Culpepper GWB:ORCU:agrove
Mr. Peter Brandt

The Humane Society of the United States
2100 L. Street NW
Washington, DC 20037 -

Dear Ms. Culpepper and Mr. Brandt:

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR ENFORCEMENT
AGAINST ARMSTRONG FARMS, 27023 N. LAKE WOHLFORD ROAD,
VALLEY CENTER, CA

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional
Board) received the above-referenced, undated complaint and request for an
investigation on October 7, 2008, regarding Armstrong Farms, located in Valley Center,
CA. The complaint alleges that Armstrong Farms is illegally discharging waste water
directly into two storm drains, and onto the land of its neighbor. The Humane Society of
the United States has requested that the Regional Board initiate an investigation,
consider imposing an administrative civil liability against Armstrong Farms for the
alleged violations, and issue a cleanup and abatement order for wellhead treatment for
the water supply well on the neighboring property owned by Mr. Ramon Hernandez. A
copy of the complaint is enclosed for the benefit of the persons or agencies carbon
copied on this letter, who may not have received it previously.

Armstrong Farms is required to comply with Resolution No. R9-2007-0104, Conditional
Waiver No. 3, “Discharges from Animal Operations” (enclosed). Conditional Waiver
No. 3 requires owners and operators of animal facilities to implement management
measures and/or best management practices to prevent the discharge of pollutants,
and for the protection of surface and groundwater quality and beneficial uses.

The Regional Board has contacted the Armstrong Farms owner, Mr. Alan Armstrong, to
inform him of the complaint and to request a copy of the most recent waste
management plan for the facility. The Regional Board is reviewing your complaint and
will conduct an investigation and site inspection to assess the adequacy of the waste
management measures being implemented at Armstrong Farms to protect surface
water and groundwater quality. The site inspection is tentatively scheduled for the
week of October 13, 2008 and will be conducted jointly with the County of San Diego

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Ms. Jessica Culpepper
Mr. Peter Brandt -2- October 10, 2008
Armstrong Farm Complaint

Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures. Upon completion of the
investigation, the Regional Board will provide you with a summary of findings and
identify further actions that the Regional Board may take regarding this matter.

The heading portion of this letter includes a Regional Board code number noted after
“In reply refer to.” In order to assist us in the processing of your correspondence please
include this code number in the heading or subject line portion of all correspondence
and reports to the Regional Board pertaining to this matter.

If you have any questions pertaining to this matter, please contact Ms. Amy Grove at
(858) 637-7136, or via e-mail at agrove@waterboards.ca.gov; or Mr. Bob Morris at
(858) 467-2962, or via e-mail at bmorris@waterboards.ca.goyv.

Sincerely,

Miéhédel P. McCann
Assistant Executive Officer

MPM:rwm:alg

Enclosure 1. Environmental Complaint and Petition for Enforcement Against Armstrong
Farms

Enclosure 2. Conditional Waiver No. 3, Discharges from Animal Operations

cc: Mr. Ramon Hernandez, (K&
Mr. Alan Armstrong, (X&)}

Mr. Clay Phillips, City Manager, City of Escondido, City Hall, Second Floor, 201 North
Broadway, Escondido, CA 92025

Ms. Maureen Stapleton, General Manager, San Diego County Water Autherity, 4677
Overland Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123

Ms. Nancy Appel, Water Quality and Hazardous Materials Supervisor, County of San

Diego Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures, 5555 Overland Ave, Suite
3101, San Diego, CA 82123

California Environmental Protection Agency
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THE HUMANE SOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES
2100 L Street NW
Washington, DC 20037

Telephone: (202j 452-1100
Facsimile: (202) 778-6132

Attorneys for Petitioners
BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER

QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, SAN DIEGO REGION
COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE UNIT

In re Petition of

THE HUMANE SOCIETY
OF THE UNITED STATES, and

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLAINT
AND PETITION FOR ENFORCEMENT
AGAINST ARMSTRONG FARMS
RAMON HERNANDEZ, '

Petitioners.

R S M T L N N g S e

-PETITION FOR REVI-EW'

This is an environmental complaint and petition for enforcement filed by The
Humane Society of the United States (“The HSUS™) on behalf of its members and Romano
Hernandez as contemplated by section 13320 subdivision {a) of California’s Water Code
(hereinafter “Water Code”) against Armstrong Egg Farms (“Armstrong”).

.Despite two cease and desist orders, and at least 18 non-compliances documented in
County of San Diego, Department of Agriculture Weights and Measures (AWM) inspections
since April of 2004—17 of which occurred since March of 2007—Armstrong refuses to
eliminate its violations and openly continues to discharge waste water directly into two
county storm water conveyances as well as onto the land of its neighbor, Mr. Hernandez,

where it could contaminate local groundwater supplies and could endanger the health and
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safety of the community. As discussed fully below, Armstrong’s discharges in this manner
violate San Diego County Code of Regulatory Ordinance Sections 67.804, 67.807, and
67.813 (hereinafter “Ordinance”), local storm water manual regulations, as well as the
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act. Water Code §§ 13260(a)(1); 13304(a). These
violations will continue absent swift and decisive enforcement actions. Further, AWM is
not taking meaningful action to stop these illegal discharges and the San Diego Regional
Water Quality Control Board has the authority and obligation to take direct enforcement-
action against Armstrong to ensu_xl'e conlmpliance with state and local law. Water Code §
13323. While Mr. Hernandez has been complaining to AWM for years about repeated
discharges of putrid grey water flooding his land and endangering his prize horses, rarely
does that department respond to his phone calls. When responses occur, AWM merely
inspects the property and issues the exact same citations without any effective
enforcement. Rather than deny these problems or attempt to fix them, Armstrong co-owner
and operator Alan Armstrong has admitted to the unlawful discharges and unlawful
connections to the County of San Diego storm water conveyance system and has
acknowledged that these discharges and connections are “wrong,” but Armstrong simply
continueé the same illegal practices. Attachment, AWM Inspection Number 1402 0469, April
23, 2007 (hereinafter “Attach. Insp. No.”)

The HSUS respectfully requests that the Compliance Assurance Unit initiate an
investigation under California Water Code section 13267 to ensure the safety of Mr.
Hernandez's V\‘Iell, other neighbors, water supplies, local groundwater supplies, and the
integrity of San Diego County municipal water systems.' If appropriate, The HSUS

respectfully requests that the Compliance Assurance Unit initiate administrative action

against Armstrong Egg Farms to ensure that these discharges are finally contained.




Background

In 2007, there were over 19 million laying hens in California producing more than
760,000 tons of manure per year, or more than 4 million pounds of manure per day.!
Manure handling methods for the egg industry are not well-standardized and can range
extensively. In some cases, such as at Armstrong, manure is allowed to simply pile up on
. the ground for months on end where it is at risk of being spread onto local iand and into
water systems. Because laying hens (“layers”) produce ap.proximately 2500 pounds of
- manure per 10,000 hens per day, these manure piles can quickly become serious hazards to
environmental and human health. This is especially true at facilities such as Armstrong,
which confines tens of thousands of birds at a single site.

Wastewater discharges from poultry facilities can pose significant threats to public,
animal, and environmental health. Animal manure has been found to be the source of more
than 100 human pathogens.? Water that comes into contact with poultry can spréad tHe '
avian influenza virus (“avian flu”). Indeed avian flu is spread primarily through poultry
feces, which can contain 10 infectious doses per gram,? and the virus can survive in surface
water for months,* which means that contaminated water can potentially infect other

animals and humans long after it has left the facility.® This can create both human and

1 USDA, Agricultural Statistics Board, Chickens and Eggs 2007 Summary 2 (Feb 2008). Manure
criteria adopted from University of California Cooperative Extension, Poultry Fact Sheet 1 May
1990). v ‘ :

? Walton JR and White EG, eds. 1981. Communicable Diseases Resulting from Storage, Handling,
Transport and Land spreading of Manure. Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the
European Communities.

3 Sabaté M, Prats G, Moreno E, Ballesté E, Blanch AR, and Andreu A. 2008. Virulence and
antimicrobial resistance profiles among Escherichia coli strains isolated from human and animal
wastewater, Research in Microbiology 159(4):288-93.

4 Stallknecht DE, Kearney MT, Shane SM, and Zwank PJ. 1990. Effects of pH, temperature, and
salinity on persistence of avian influenza viruses in water. Avian Diseases 34(2):412-8.

5 Darrell W. Trampel Jowa State University, Manure Disposal Following an OQutbreak of Avian

Influenza on a Commercial Poultry Farm (2006), available at
http://www.extension.iastate.edu/pages/communications/epe/Sul6/disposal. html. Accessed
3




animal health hazards. Equine influenza remains one of the most important respiratory
pathogens of horses and has lead to severe economic loss to the horse industries.s Previous
outbreaks caused by avian influenza jumping species to horses have resulted in mortality
rates as high as 35% in some herds.?

Water that comes into contact with poultry manure has been also been shown to
contain multi-drug resistant E. coli,® Salmonella,® Campylobacter'® (the leading cause of
bacterial food poisoning in the United States),“ and even VRE, vancomycin-resistant
enterococci,'2 one of the most dangerous of the newly emerging “superbugs.”!3 Indeed,
water contacting poultry manure has been found to dramatically exceed levels of fecal
coliform count limits for even recreational partial contact water.14

Biometric testing also shows that nonmicrobial toxins and heavy metals make
aqueous leachates of poul.try manure more toxic than the leachates of other types of animal

manures.!® This water can also elevate nitrogen and phosphorus levels in local ecosystems,

September 30, 2008. See also CDC, Avian Influenza (Flu) - Spread of Avian Influenza Viruses
Among Birds (Jan. 8, 2008), available at http://www.cdc.gov/flu/avian/gen-info/spread.htm. Accessed
September 30, 2008.

6 van Maanen C and Cullinane A. 2002. Equine influenza virus infections: an update.

Veterinary Quarterly 24(2):79-94.

7 Webster RG and Yuanji G. 1991. New influenza virus in horses. Nature 351:527.

8 Sabaté M, Prats G, Moreno E, Ballesté E, Blanch AR, and Andreu A. 2008. Virulence and
antimicrobial resistance profiles among Escherichia coli strains isolated from human and animal
wastewater. Research in Microbiology 159(4):288-93.

9 Cason JA, Hinton A Jr, and Ingram KD. 2000. Coliform, Escherichi coli, and salmonellae
concentraticns in a multiple-tank, counterflow poultry scalder. Journal of Food Protection 63:1184-8.
1 Vereen E Jr, Lowrance RR, Cole DJ, and Lipp EK. 2007. Distribution and ecology of
campylobacters in coastal plain streams (Georgia, United States of America). Applied and
Environmental Microbiology 73(5):1395-403.

11 DuPont HL. 2007. The growing threat of foodborne bacterial enteropathogens of animal origin.
Clinical Infectious Disease ;45(10):1353-61.

12 Harwood VJ, Brownell M, Perusek W, and Whitlock JE. 2001. Vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus
spp. isolated from wastewater and chicken feces in the United States. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 67(10):4930-3.

18 Tacconelli E and Cataldo MA. 2008. Vancomycin-resistant enterococci (VRE): transmission and
control. International Journal of Antimicrobial Agents 31(2):99-10

14 Giddens J and Barnett A.P. 1980. Soil loss and microbial quality of runoff from land treated with
poultry litter. Journal of Environmeneal Quality 9(2):5618-20.

15 G. Gupta and P. Kelly. 1992, Poultry litter toxicity comparisons from various bioassays, Journal of

4

ORI ™ T




endangering area wildlife and sensitive plant species. Improperly managed poultry manure
can also create odor problems and attract insects, rodents, and other pests. 16 These and
other dangers support heavy regulation of poultry wastewater discharges and are ample
cause to ensure that discharges are reported and eliminated.
Armstrong Egg Ranch

Nancy, Alan, and Ryan Armstrong own and operate Armstrong Egg Farms, a
number of facilities that raise and confine layer hens for fhe purpose of egg prdduction.
Armstrong Egg Farms has four facilities that contain approximately 660,000 layer hens,
most of whom (600,000) are confined in small, barren wire cages.!” Armstrong Water
Quality Report 2008. This environmental complaint applies to the facility located on 40
acres at 27023 N. Lake Wohlford Road, Valley Center, California 92082 in the lower San
Luis Rey watershed, hydrologic sub-unit 903.15 (hereinafter, “Armstrong” refers only to
this facility). AWM designated the facility as a High Priority Commercial Facility and it is
thereby subject to adcliitional Best Management Practices (BMPs). Ordinance § 67.809.
Attach., Insp. No.1402 0870, July 11, 2007.

Armstrong implements a dangerous combination of management techniques which
result in reéular—often, daily--discharges of contaminated water. Both the northern and
southern portions of the property dischargel cooling water into storm water conveyances and

neighboring properties. Attach., Insp. No. 1402 0625, September 5, 2007.

Environmental Science and Health A27(4):1083-93.

16 Yetilmezsoy K and Sakar S. 2008. Improvement of COD and color removal from UASB treated
poultry manure wastewater using Fenton's oxidation. Journal of Hazardous Materials 151(2-3):547-
58. .

17 Ryan Armstrong, September 24, 2008 U.C. Berkeley Undergraduate Colloguium on Political
Science, podcast at 45:53 available at

http:/fwebcast.berkeley edu/course_details_new.php?seriesid=2008-1-71765&semesterid=2008-D.
(accessed Oct. 5, 2008) '
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First, the southern portion of the facility allows chicken manure to fall directly onto
the ground in large quantities which are only removed twice annually. Id. These piles of
chicken manure are open to‘all sources of precipitation. Second, Armstrong uses a roof
sprinkler system on all of the hen houses as a cooling system. Alan Armstrong has
admitted that the sprinkler system “run[s] everyday in the summer and periodically
throughout the rest of the year.” Id. When the cooling water falls off the southern hen
houses it comes iﬁto direct contact with the large piles of chicken manure. Insp. No. 1402
0625. These practices have resulted in an almost continuous violation of San Diego County
ordinances and the California Water Code spanning back as far back as 2004. Attach., .
Insp. ﬁo. 1402 0469, April 23, 2007; see also Water Code §§ 13260(a)(1); 13304(a).

Parties

Ramon Hernandez owns a horse ranch at 27431 North Lake Wohlford Road, Valley
Center, California 92082. Mr. Hernandez's land is the closest parcel west of Armstrong and
it is rouﬁnely flooded by unlawful discharges from Armstrong’s facility. Mr. Hernandez
raises prize Holesteiner horses, who are famous for their dréssage and jumping abilities.
Because Mr. Hernandez continuously haé foals on the property, who are particularly
sensitive to il}nes;s, he and his horse caretakers have to expend undue amounts of energy to
ensure that the horses do not come into contact with this manure-laden water. Further, Mr.
Hernandez is very concerned about the integrity of his well water, which is the sole water
source on the property. The contaminated water ﬂc;ws from the Armstrong facility directly
toward the well on Mr. Hernandez's property. If that water were to become dangerously
contaminated, it could sicken or even kill his horses. Finally, Mr. Hernandez must deal
with the noxious odors from the contaminated water flooding his property and high

numbers of flies caused by the manure. Mr. Hernandez has owned his property and kept
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horses on it since 2004, and has suffered from contaminated water floods since that time.
While Mr. Hernandez has called AWM to complain almost two dozen times over the past
few years, he rarely received responses. The few responses Mr. Hernandez has received
have not stopped the discharges from occurring; the water currently continues to flood his '
property.

The HSUS has approximately 10.5 million members and constituents, including
more than 1.2 million members and constituents in the State of California and 130,858
members and constituents in the County of San Diego. The HSUS is dedicated to
protecting, conserving, and enhancing the nation’s wildlife and habitat and fostering the
humane treatment of all animals. For more than five decades, The HSUS h_as engaged in
public educétion, advocacy, trainiﬁg and legislative activities to eliminate dangers to
wildlife and promote humane and epvironmentally-friendly methods of farm animal

production. Armstrong’s unlawful discharges of contaminated water and other water can

“harm wildlife and habitat that The HSUS members seek to protect.

Armstrong’s Vi(_)lations

The designation of “High Priority Commercial Facility” is made by enforcement
officials “where the facility discharges a pollutant load in storm water or runoff that causes
or contributes to the violation of water qua.tlity standards.” Ordinance § 67.809. The
designation of Armstrong as a High Priority Commercial Facility shows that Armstrong’s
discharges have already been found to violate water quality standards. Attach., Insp. No.
1402 0870, July 11, 2007. Because these violations have not been addressed, Armstrong
continues to violate California water quality standards and endanger the health and safety
of the local community and environment. Alan Armstrong stated that these discharges

occur because Armstrong’s containment provisions are “inadequate to handle the volume of

water entering it.” Attach., Insp. No. 1402 0625 September 5, 2007. Further, in March of




2007 Alan Armstrong admitted that the discharges were “normally discharged in [that]
fashion” and that doing so was “wrong” but nevertheless Armstrong has continued it.‘,s
illegal discharges up to the present date. Attach., Insp. No. 1402 0469, April 23, 2007.

As stated before, Armstrong utilizes farm managément'practices that result in
illegal water discharges. This water has been described in various AWM inspections as
“dirty”l (Attach., Insp. No. 1405 0576, June 18, 2005) “grey [and] smelly” (Attach., Insp. No.
1402 0625, Sept. 5, 2007) and “exud[ing] an odor similar to fresh éhicken manure” (Attach.,
Insp. No. 1402 0276, July 6, 2007) and including “grey film and feathers” (Attach., Insp. No.
1402 0469, April 23, 2007). Mr. Hernandez commonly finds feathers and a grey, foul
smelling film left over from the water on his property — there have even been instances of
finding chicken carcasses on his property after heavy discharges. While the cooling water is
supposed to flow into a containment area at ‘Armstrong, Alan Armstrong admitted in
September of 2007 that the containment area was “inadequate to handle the volume of
water entering it.” Attach., Insp. No.1402 0625, Sept. 5, 2007.

Armstrong also illegally discharges cooling water on the northern portion of the
facility into storm water convey'ances.. While this water purportedly does not come into
contact wifh chicken manure, it is still in viclation of Ordinance 67.804. Water from these
discharges has been documeni.;ed. as reaching up to three parcels of land away from the
facility. Attach., Insp. No. 1402 0828, July 30, 2007. In some inspections, the water
discharges were even observed to be “flooding several neighboring properi:ies.” Attach.,
Insp. No. 1402 0469, April 23, 2007..

In addition to illegal discharges, Armstrong has installed pipes to divert
contaminated water from its facility and dump it directly into the county storm water

conveyance. Attach., Insp. No. 1402 0625, Sept. 5, 2007; Citation No. 7B07-08. Thus,

instead of implementing and maintaining appropriate BMPs to control its manure-laden




discharges, Armstrong has built a pipe to discharge this contaminated water into the
County storm water system and also knowingly lets it drain onto its neighbor’s properties.
Thus Ryan and Alan Armstrong—those responsible for operating the facility—knowingly
and willfully allow discharges on a near-daily basis and indeed Armstrong has even
constructed connections to facilitate these unlawful discharges.
Further, according to AWM inspections, Armstrong has also violated Cease and
Desist Orders. Specifically, Armstrong:
(1) failed to eliminate unauthorized discharges at the site as required by
" Ordinance § 67.804(a) in violationv of the Notice of Violation and Cease and
Desist Order of July 11, 2007 for at least between July 11, 2007, and July 28,
2008 (Attach A, Cease and Desist Order, July 11, 2007);
(2) failed to eliminate .unauthorized connections at the site as required by
Ordinance § 67.804(b) in violation of the Notice. of Violation and Cease and
Desist Order of July 11, 2007 for at between July 11, 2007, and July 28, 2008
(id.); and
(3) failed to implement and maintain adequate BMPs at the site as required by -
Ordinance §§ 67.807 and 67.813 in violation of the Administrative Citation and
Cease and Desist Order No. 7B07-08 for at least between September 5, 2007, and
July 28, 2008.( Attach A, Cease and Desist Order 7B07-08, Sept. 10, 2007).
Relief Requested | .
The owner/operators of Armstrong are aware of the serious problems at their facility
vet they take no action to resolve them other than offering empty promises. Armstrong has
already received two formal cease and desist notices from AMW which have not resolved

the non-compliances. Armstrong’s discharges of waste water onto Mr. Hernandez's and

neighboring properties could contaminate local groundwater. On July 11, 2007, Armstrong




received a Notice of Violation including a cease and desist order and a designation as a
High Priority Commercial Facility. Attach A, Cease and Desist Order, July 11, 2007 On
September 10, 2007 Armstrong was issued an Administrative Citation Warning for the
same. citations. Attach A, Cease and Desist Order 7B07-08, Sept. 10, 2007. Armstrong was
again found violating the same County ordinances on July 28t of this year duﬁng its
annual inspection. Attach A, Insp. No. 1405 0575, July 28, 2008. Even after these
inspectibns, Armstrong was still discharging water from its property onto Mr. Hernandez’s
property as recently as September 24, 2008. Because of Armstrong’s repeatedly
demonstrated flagrant lack of respect for the autimrity of AWM and AWM’s refusal to take
any meaningful action to force Armstrong to cease its unlawful discharges, the San Diego
Regional Water Quality Board must take action to protect the environmental integrity of
the .10ca1 environment and water supplies.

Therefore, The HSUS and Mr. Hernandez respectfully request that the San Diego
Regional Water Quality. Control Board initiate an investigation under California Water
Code Section 13267 with meaningful and prompt follow up action. Specifically, The HSUS
asks that the Board consider administratively imposing civil liability on Armstrong for
failure to report discharges that may affect state Water quality. Water Code § 13261(b)(1). 1f
the investigation returns any signs of local contémination, The HSUS and Mr. Hernandez
also request that the Board issue a cleanup and abatement order for wellhead treatment for
Mr. Hernandez’s well. Water Code § 13304(a).

Other Matters

The name, address and phone number of the petitioners are:

The Humane Society of the United States
Animal Protection Litigation

2100 L Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037

(202) 452-1100
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Ramon Hernandez

27431 North Lake Wohlford Road
Valley Center, CA 92082

(949) 633-1447

Sincerely,

Jeggicn Culpepper M\

Péter Brandt
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THE HUMANE SOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR
ENFORCEMENTAGAINST ARMSTRONG FARMS
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES
County of San Dlego ' BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL

Water Quality Compliance Inspectlon COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
AWMSW 1402b (01/03)
. STORMWATER REGISTRATIONNO 37SW
“ Jusiness Name: - Inspection Number: Contact Person: '
i Armsirong Egg Ranch ] ' Alan Armstrong
K Site Address: ) Phone:

Qty‘ . Zip: HSU # ) Annual | O Date:

Ramona 92065 907.23 e on 1 | 412108

ADDITIONAL REMARKS:

On April 12, 2005 | David Fritz Senior Inspector, of the San Diego County Depariment of Agncuﬂure Weights and Measures, Agricultural Water Quality Program,
investigated a complaint referral from a oonsintuer\t at Amstrong Egg Ranch at 2411 San Vicente Rd, Ramona regarding oonlaminaled runoﬂ from a chlcken
manure storage area.-

“On April 2, 2005 | received an email from Supervising Ag/Standards. lnspector Paul Davy regarding a complaint from a constituent alleging a plte of manure that
drains lo the road and creek when it rains from an egg ranch in Ramona located on the 2400 biock of San Vicente Rd Just south of Wamock. On Apiil 12, 20051
visited the ranch at 2411 San Vicente Rd, Ramona. | observed a large piie of chicken mantre stored at the front of the property adjacent to San V'rcanlc Rd.
Water.was flowing out-of the ground and through the manure pile frorh an unknown source south of the ranch. Water was collecling north of the manure and a
small fliow was dralning across a dirt entrance road to the farm and dratning into a weeded arsa. | saw no runoff entering the street or a conveyance. :
\

t found a worker at the site and asked him who
Ranch and owned by Alan Armstrong. | drove
additional starage areas appeared to pose

the ranch. The worker gave me a business card indicating the property to be owned by Armstrong Egg
nd the property and found two additionat areas behind the ranch where manure was being stored. The two
reat of runoff or discharge to @ conveyance,

L called the constituent who called in t
required additional information from

On April 12, 2005 | called Alan and told him ofthe complaint and the contaminated runcff concems | had. | recommended the manure be moved from
the road to a more suitable placgin back with the other manure piles. Alan told me he would have his worker move the pile that day. Alan also told me he was
closing down that site and begin chicken killing an April 19, 2005. Alan assured me the manure would be-gone quickly and the manuve plles removed.

laint and lnformed him of the slluation. They thanked me and said no further contact would be necessary unless 1

twill follow up with at d y after Aprl 19, 2005 to verify the removal of the manure. -
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

County of San Diego BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
Water Quality Compliance lnspectlon COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
AWMSW 1402b (01/03)
STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO 37SW
Busliness Name: . Inspection Numl:er‘ Contact Person:
Armstrong Egg Farm {Complaint Investigation) 1402:0469": Atan Armstrong
o il
D O .
City: Zip: HSU# . Annual Inspection a Date:
Valley Center . 92082 903.15 - Complaint 3/20/07
) Page 1 of 1

~ NARRITIVE:
On March 20, 2007, |, David Fritz Senior Inspector of the San Diego-County Department of Agnculture Weights and Measures,

‘Agricultural Water Quality Program, recelved a complaint regarding Armstrong Egg Farm located at 27023 North Lake Wohlford
Rd, Valley Center. In summary the complainant stated that contaminated water from Amstrong Egg Farm was flowing into a
- pipe that passes under Lake Wohlford Road and was dlscharging across the street into a water way on the complainant's

property located at 26948 North Lake Wohlford Rd.

On March 20, 2007 when | arrived at the site | saw grey water surfacing from a hole in the ground several feet from the access
lid of an Underground Storage Tank (UST) located about 100 feet north of Woods Valley Rd on Armstrong property. The water
was flowing slowly and had pooled in several areas. | saw evidence that the grey water had entered a pipe that goés under the
road. The ground all around the pipe was wet and | could see a ring of grey film around the area and fresh feathers. Across the

_ discharged onto the complainant’s property | saw no other sources of surface water in the area at that time.

On March 23, 2007 AWQ staff received a second complaint regardmg Armstrong Egg Ranch at the same locatlon noted above.

Inspector Nestor Silva performed an inspection at the site on March 23rd. During the inspection Silva saw and photographed
grey wash water from Armstrong discharging into a roadside pipe that went under Lake Wohlford Road. The water was: flooding
_several properties down stream. - Silva stated the water was grey and smelled like chicken manure. Silva determined the source
of the discharge was not the UST previously investigated on 3/20/07, but was being dlscharged from Amstrong Egg Farm at a

“second point about 100 yards north of the UST,

On March 26, 2007 AWQ Inspectors Sllva and Fritz met with Egg Ranch owners Alan and Ryan Armstrong at the 27023 Nort'
Lake Wohlford Road location. When we arrived we saw a substantial flow of grey water coming from the egg fam at the secoviu
location 100 yards north of the UST. The water entered a pipe that went under Lake Wohiford Road. From there it flowed

downstream flooding several neighborlng properties.
SAN DIEGO COUNTY WATERSHED PROTECTION ORDINANCE SEC. 67.805. DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS.

(a) tllegal Discharges. The discharge of Pollutants directly or indirectly into the Stormwater Conveyance System or Receiving
Walters in non-stormwater is prohibited, except as exempted in Section 67.806 of. this Ordinance. The discharge of Pollutants
directly or indirectly into the Stormwater Conveyance System or Receiving Waters in stormwater is prohibited, unless the
applicable requirements of this Ordinance have been met. The illegal discharges to the conveyances noted above shall be
eliminated and Best Management Practices (BMP) shall be Implemented to ensure corrections are installed and

mafntained In a satisfactory manner.

(b) l(llmt Conneclron The establishment of {llicit Cohneclions is prohibited. The use of Hlictt Cannections is prohibited, even if the
connection was established pursuant to a valid County permit and was legal at the time it was constructed. The concrete
culvert conveying Armstrong Eqg Farms- wash water to the pipe that runs under Lake Wohlford Rd shall be eliminated.

THE VIOLATIONS NOTED ABOVE REQUIRE YOUR IMMEDIATE ATTENTION. CONTINUED NON-COMPLIANCE MAY
SUBJECT YOU TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO WATERSHED PROTECTION,
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL ORDINANCE SECTION 67.825. THESE AND FUTURE

T~ Bbs T

street at the outlet of the pipe | saw more grey film and feathers, evidence that water had recently flowed through the pipe and -

VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION. PLEASE CALL (760)-752-4—799)FOR REWHHIN 14 DAYS.
, QSPE BADGE
! HAVE READ AND.UNDERSTAND THE ADDITIONAL REMARKS usrsp ABOVE 43
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F0BR,  COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
3225 DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS & MEASURES -

GRS g8  Inspector Notes
Business Name: Armstrong Egg Farm, 27023 North L.ake Wohlford Rd, Valley Center

On March 20, 2007, i, David Fritz Senior Inspector of the San Diego County Department of Agriculture Weights and
Measures, Agricultural Water Quality Program, received a complaint regarding Armstrong Egg Farm located at
27023 North Lake Wohiford Rd, Valley Center. In summary the complainant stated that contaminated water from
Armstrong Egg Farm was flowing into a culvert that passes under Lake Wohiford Road and was discharging across
the street into a water way on the complainant's property located at 26948 North Lake Wohiford Rd. The
complainant stated they keep expensive horses on the property and their concern was that the horses may ingest
the contaminated water and become ifl. It was further stated that Armstrong has been discharging contaminated
water periodically for several years and that they felt that previous efforts made by Armstrong to stop the
discharges have not been adequate. The complainant voiced frustration that not enough was being done to make

Armstrong stop their discharges.

‘A previous complaint against Armstrong Egg Farm was received and investigated on May 7, 2004. After

-investigating the complaint Ag Water Quality (AWQ) staff issued .a notice of non-compliance to Armstrong Egg

Farm on May 10, 2004 for violation of section C.2.4.2; (Prevention of Hlegal Discharges) of the San Diego County
Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control Ordinance. Armstrong Egg’ Farm

* collaborated with Valerie Mellano of the UC Cooperative Extension (UCCE) to correct the problem. The solution

was the instaliation of a 1500 gallon poly Under Ground Storage Tank (UST) designed to capture the runoff for

. -reuse inside the farm to cool the hens and irfigate the landscape. In June of 2004 the UST was instalied and the
© project was completed to the satisfaction of Mellanoc and AWQ staff.

* On March 20, 2007 | visited the addresses noted above and inspected where the tank had been installed. | did not

take any phofographs during this inspection because at the time | recelved the complaint t was in the field
performing other work that did not require a camera. After receiving the compiaint call | drove immediately to the
site without returning to the office to retrieve my camera. When | arrived at the site | saw grey water surfacing from
a hole in the ground several fest from the access lid of the UST, located on the Armstrong property. The water was
not flowing and was pooled in several spots. | saw evidence that the grey water had previously entered a pipe that
goes under the road. The ground all around the pipe was wet and | could see a ring of grey fi im around the area
and fresh feathers. Across the sireet at the outlet of the pipe | saw more grey film and feathers, evidence that
water had recently flowed through the pipe and dlscharged onto the complainant's property. I'saw no other sources
of surface water in the area at that time. .

- On March 20, 2007 | contacted Valerie Mellano,and asked if she would be available to meet with Armstrong Egg

Farm regarding the UST and the discharge:. Valerle stated she would meet with Armstrong, but wanted AWQ to ’ |
contact them first and refer them to her for the.corrections. | then spoke to-Richard Diaz of the Department of |
Public Works (DPW) and asked If there were any concemns or problems with AWQ and Mellano addressing the

. Issue. Diaz stated he would need to speak with Program Manager Cid Tesoro to determine if DPW needed to be .,

involved,

On March 21% Diaz called me back and in'summary stated-the discharges at-Armstrong were a clear violation, but
added that issuing a formal Notice-of Violation (NOV) would not be mandatory if Armstrong corrected the situation
-quickly. Diaz stated it wasn't necessary for DPW {0 become involved at this point. but would support what ever
compiiance strategy AWQ chose provuded corrections were completed in a timely manner and the illegal

. - discharges were ‘eliminated. | then called and spoke o Aian Armstrong owner of Armstrong Egg Famms. |
" explained the circumstances of the comptaint and the need to resolve the discharges immediately.- Alan agreed to
~meet with Mellano and myself on March 26™ to determine what the problem might be and make the needed

- corrections.

On March 23, 2007 AWQ staff received a second complaint regarding Armstrong Egg Ranch at the same location
noted above. In summary the complainant said that smelly grey water from Armstrong was discharging into a water
way and was fiowing through several properties down stream. The compiainant at-Qaks:Indian Hills Ranch asked if
anything could be done to stop Armstrong from discharging the water onto their property. AWQ Inspector Nestor




Silva told the complainant he would investigate the incident and performed an inspection at the above noted site on
March 23rd. During the inspection Nestor Siiva met with a representative of Oaks Indian Hill Ranch who showed
Silva the extent of the runoff. Silva saw and photographed grey wash water from Armstrong discharging into a
roadside. culvert that went under Lake Wohlford Road. The water flowed west through a narrow earthen channel
that intersected two properties and was flooding several properties down stream. Silva stated the water was grey

"~ and smelled like chicken manure. Siiva determined the source of the discharge was not the UST previously

investigated on 3/20/07, but was being discharged from Armstrong Egg Farm at a second point about 100 yards
north of the UST. :

On March 28, 2007 AWQ Inspectors Silva and Fritz met with Egg Ranch owners Alan and Ryan Armstrong at the
27023 North Lake Wohiford Road location. Valerie Mellano was unable to atiend the meeting. When we arrived
we saw a substantial flow of grey water coming from the egg farm at the second discharge location 100 yards north
of the UST. The water entered a concrete storm drain and discharged into a roadside pipe that went under Lake
Wonhlford Road. | asked Alan and Ryan to explain the discharge | was seeing. In summary Alan said that the
discharge water was from their egg washing process and that they normally discharged the water in this fashion”
because there really wasn't anything harmful in it. He said that the smell was normal and couldn’t be aveided,
Alan said he knew the discharge was wrong, but that they have been working with Val Mellano and the UCCE to
develop a permanent solution. Alan said they-were working on an interimn solution, but i wasnt finished yet. Alan
showed me a 5000 gallon above ground storage tank he said they installad to coliact the wash water which they
would use to Irigate a large block of eucalyptus trees on the north portion of their property. | expressed concem
that by reusing the wash water Armstrong may be creating other illegal discharge problems frem over irrigation,
Alan said the area they were going to use the water on did not present a runoff problem and that the waler would

be completely contained within the eucalyptus grove.

During our inspection the irrigation system was not completed and | saw grey wash water flowing out of the storage
tank onto the ground and into a concrete culvert on Armstrong property. The water entered a pipe that went under
Lake Wohiford Rd where it entered an earthen channel flowing west and was flooding several properties
downsfream. In summary | explained to Alan and Ryan that the discharge was in violation of the County's
Watershed Protection Ordinance and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit issued to
the county by the RWQCB. 1| said the water could not be discharged and would need to be contained on site. Alan
‘said he was confident the collecticn and irrigation system would stop the discharge and that they would have it

' completed and working properly by Tuesday 3/27, At that time | scheduled a re-inspection with Armstrong at 2:00.

on March 28" to verify the repairs had been made, that the system was wodung properly, and to ensure the
ischarge had been eliminated.

On March 27" | quke with Valerie Meliano and éxplained the situation at Armstrong. Meilano said she was going

fo mest with Alan to discuss the problem this week. In summary Mellano said one solution she has been working
on for the egg farm would be to construct a collection pond that they could pump their water into and reuse it to cool

“down the hen houses, control dust on the reads and wet down their manure compost piles. She said that thereis

- other Confined Animal Feading Operations (CAFO} like pig fams and cattle ranches operating in the county that

are using ponds for the same purpose.” Mallano sald the problem in constructing a pond lies in getting the proper
permits from-the county and making sure it meets the RWQCB's requireiments. 'Mellaro suggested ! provide
Armstrong with the Natural Rescurce Conservation Service (NRCS) phone number as a resource for the pond

construction.

On March 28" | re-inspected ArmstronQ Egg Ranch at the North Lake Wohlford Road location. As | drove up i
could see the irigation system at the second discharge point running in the eucalyptus grove. The discharge from -

the storage tank had stopped and the concrete culvert was dry. | walked across the street and looked at the
" - waterway where | prevnously saw grey water flowing. The waterway level was much lower and was drying up in

several places. | walked atong the fence line and did not see overspray or tailwater flows from the irrigation system

Jeaving the property.

Alan and Ryan Armstrong showed up at the site a few minutes after | arrived. We inspected the coliection system
and Alan explained how it worked. In'summary Alan said the egg wash water is pumped into the tank.and the -
irrigation system comes on when the volume of water in the tank reaches a set point. The pump runs on a

-continual basis until the tank is almost empty and then shuts off. When the tank fills again the process is repeated.

Only the wash water enters the tank, while solids are removed through another process unrefated to the collection

"'éystem and is composted in their manure piles. |informed Alan that | did not know if using grey water to Irrigate the )

eucalyptus grove was appropriate or permissible and recommended that he look into the matter further to avoid

: other potentlal water quality concerns that | wasn't aware of
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In summary | expressed my concern about the integrity of the collection system and whether it would continue to
work as intended. | reminded him that this would be considered an interim comrection until a more permanent
solution could be developed. | further stated that the system would need to be maintained in proper working
condition for Armstrong to be in compliance. Alan stated he was confident the collection system would work and
added they will regutarly inspect the system to ensure proper operation.

tn summary | stated that if Armstrong's discharges continue or that if the interim controls should prove inadequate
or fait or if | receive another complaint of discharge from that site | would be required to inform the RWQCBE of the
situation. | discussed with Alan and Ryan the nged for a permanent solution for the collection of their waste water
on site. The Armstrong'’s expressed the need and willingness to correct the problem and indicated their desire to
construct a pond, but were not clear on how to proceed. | provided Alan with the phone number of the NRCS as a
resource for developmg a plan to construct a more permanent solution to capture their waste water. I then Eeft the

site. .

‘On April 2, 2007 1 performéd a follow up inspection at the above noted location to ensure the irrigation system was

functioning as intended and that no further discharges were occurring. | did not meet with Armstrong owners during
the course of this follow up. When | arrived at the second discharge slte 100 yards north of the UST | saw the
irrlgation system working, there was no water flowing out of the tank. The overspray from the irrigation system was
not drifting over the fence line and I did not see any surface flows resulting from the irrigation of the eucalyptus

" grove. The concrete channel where wash water was previously being discharged into was dry and | did not see.

any evidence of recent flows. The earthen channel across the street that conveyed the wash water downstream to
other properties was almost dry. | then drove downstream and inspected the areas where the wash water had
flooded several properties. The downstream areas where wash water had previously collacted were dry and | did
not see any surface flows that could be attributed to Amstrong. There was some standmg water on one property

~ but appeared to be the result of recent irrigation of the pasture.

" {'then drove back to Armistrong and inspected the first discharge point in the-area where tha UST was installed,

There was still grey water flowing into the pipe which was being discharged across the street onto a neighboring.
property. There is an irrigation system connected to the UST that was designed to capture water from the UST to
irrigate the landscape. The irrigation system had not been repaired and did not appear to be functioning. ! could
see several broken spnnkler heads and no evidence of recent irrigation of the Iandscape

On April 2, 2007 | sent Alan and Ryan Ammstrong an email stating that in order for Armstrong fo be oomphant the -

-UST needed to be repaired.
‘On Aprrl 3, 2007 | called Armstrong Egg Farm and spoke to Mrs. Armstrong. In summary Mrs. Armstrong said Alan

and Ryan were unavaillable to talk and were busy makirg deliveries because they were short severai drivers. She
said she would call Alan immediately and relay the message to repair the tank, A few minutes later | received a call
back from Alan who told me ha had a guy working-to repalir the tank and that it would be fixed soon. |said | would

check back with him to verify the repairs to the tank.

' On Aprll 13, 2007 t inspected Armstrong Egg Ranch to verify repairs to the UST. The culvert where I saw grey

water on 4/2 was dry and 1 did not see any surface flows from Amstrong Egg Farm entering the culvert or

- discharging across the street. The collection system appeared to be functioning as intended. 1inspected the two
- waterways where Armstrong had previously been discharging wash water. Both waterways were dry and | dld not -

see any evidence of recent flows that could be attributed to Armstrong Egg Farm

. From my 6bservations it appears that Armstrong Egg Farm has corrected the deficiencies in both of their wash
, water recovery systems and has eliminated therr drscharges fo the water ways. .

"David Fritz

Senior Ag/Standards Inspector
April 16, 2007 :
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

County of Saf‘T Diego ) _ BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
Water Quality Compliance Inspection COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
AWMSW 1402b (01/03)
STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO 37SW
" Business Name: ?%e joniNumber: Contact Person:
Armstrong Egg Farm (Complaint Investigation) 02 5. Alan Armstrong
ite Address: Phone:
= Zi HSU# Cl
y: p: : Annual {nspecti \iamass |
Valley Center 92082 903.15 o erecton = | gijo7s
INSPECTOR NOTES; Page 1 0f 3

On September 5, 2007, }, David Fritz Senior Inspector of the San Dtego County Department of Agriculture Weights and
Measures {(AWM), Agricuitural Water Quality Program (AWQ) accompanied by (AWM) Supervising Inspector Nancy Appel and
Department of Public Works (DPW) Inspector Nancy Barber, conducted a water quality compliance inspection at Armstrong Egg
Farm located at 27023 North Lake Wohlford Rd, Valiey Center. The inspection was due to a series of complaints received by -
(AWM) regarding illegal discharges by Armstrong over the last 6 months.

In summary the complaints stated that Armstrong Egg Farm is illegally discharging water contaminated with chicken wastes into
two separate county stormwater conveyances (MS4) located on North'Lake Wohiford Road. Additionally the complaints state
that the discharges travel under Lake Wohiford Road and across the street where It dlscharges onto and through several private

properues

-Inspector Barber, Appet and | arrived at the above noted address at approximately 12:30. We stopped at the southern end of
Armstrong's property approximately 200 feet north of the corner of Woods Valley and Lake Wohlford Road where we observed
and photographed grey smelly water flowing from Armstrong property in an earthen ditch. The water in the ditch discharged into
a 24 inch county stormwater conveyance which goes under Lake Wohiford Road and exits: across the street on private property.

(Figures 1 & 2)

- We then traveled north on Lake Wohlford Road approximately one half mile to a second discharge point located on the northem
end of Armstrong’s property. From there we observed and photographed water ‘flowing under a fence and into a concreté ditch.
™ = water discharged from the ditch into a'24 inch county stormwater conveyance which goes 1 under Lake Wohlford Road and

3 across the street on private property. (Figures 3 & 4)

Appel called farm owner Alan Armstrong to inform him that we were at the site and reqUested he meet us there. Armstrong
- arrived approximately. 15 minutes later. After introductions Appel and Fritz explained in summary to Armstrong the purpose of
the visit' was to address the complaints and that we were there to conduct an inspection of the site to determine the source of the

dlscharges

In summary Armstrong explained that at the southern location a putnp for»their 1500 gallon underground vault useq to capture
hen house cooling water had failed causing water to overflow the vault and discharge into the county stormwater conveyance.
He said the pump was repaired immediately, but admitted that the vault-was- inadequate to handle the volume of water entenng

" it. Coowner Ryan Armstrong then arrived at the site.

* Appel asked Alan to explain where the water in the concrete ditch at the northern discharge point was coming from. Alan said .
* the hen houses are cooled by manually operated sprinklers instailed on the roofs and that the water was roof runoff used to cool
the hen houses. They run everyday in the summer and periodically throughout the rest of the year depending on the
temperature. - Appel said an inspection was necessary to further verify the source of the water. Alan suggested that rather than
donning Tyvek suits and walking around a drive through the farm might be appropriate. He said we could suit up and walk
through afterwards if we needed to. Appel, Barber and | got in Alan's truck and conducted a drive through inspection of the site.

We first inspected the north portion of the farm which has newer hen houses. ' The roof eprink_lers were operafing throughout ﬂ_!? '
farm during the course of the mspechon Manure is removed from the newer houses through a_eogyeyo'r belt system located
- water roof runoff dralning tnto grassy ‘areas between the houses From these grassy areas the coolmg water surface flows

across an asphalt frontage road to a concrete curb. (Figure 5) Some areas between the houses have underground pipes that
convey the cooling water to the curb., From the curb the water flows north under the fence where it enters the prev:ously

mentioned concrete ditch and d:scharges directly into the county stormwater conveyance.

> then inspected the southern portnon of the farm which has the oldest hen houses. Chicken manure is- deposited under the
.. & directly on the ground where it accumulates in large quantities. Alan said they remove: the manure twice a year by-
shoveling it into pits between the houses where- it is removed by a-tractor. - | saw cooling water from the roofs coming.into- .
* gontact with the manure on the ground The manure is also exposed to rain. The oooting water ﬂows through a mix of surface )

ceGE)N‘x,n,x-f‘\Q}_—* _' .




DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

County of Sar,‘ Diego . . BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
Water Quality Compliance Inspection COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
AWMSW 1402b (01/03) : C
) STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO 37SW
Business Name: Inspection Number: Contact Person:
Armstrong Egg Farm (Complaint Investigation) - 1402-0625 . Alan Armstrong
Site Address: Phone:
City: Zip: HSU# Annual Inspection [J | Date:
Valley Center 92082 903.15 Complaint 9/5/07 '
INSPECTOR NOTES: ‘ ' Page2of3

-and subsurface drains to a concrete lined pit where it is pumped to a smaller pit outside the fence. (Figure 6) The small pit has
fwo pipes, one that diverts cooling water into the 1500 gallon vault and another one that discharges oooling water directly to the
county stormwater conveyance. Alan said that-when the flow into the pit gets too high the cooling water is discharged through
the second pipe directly into the county stormwater conveyance.

After the inspection Alan, Appel, Barber and | discussed corrective measures. Several strategies were discussed and
suggestions were made. Alan sald they planned t6 reduce the number of birds in the oldest houses from.60,000 to 5,000 which
would reduce the number of houses that need to-be cooled. The remaining birds would be housed towards the back of the farm

. farthest from the road. The reduction wouldn'’t be implemented until later this year. Alan said that as an interim measuwre they
would remove the small pit outside the fence at the southern portion of the farm and route the cooling water directly to the
underground vault. He said the pipe connected to the MS4 would be removed and the excess cooling water would be diverted
to an overflow basin constructed adjacent to the vault. In the northern part of the farm suggestions included that the pipes
located between the hen houses be removed or capped off, The water could be infiltrated into the grassy areas rather than
discharged to the street. A rock filled infiltration trench was also suggested.

Alan asked when the correction$ needed to be completed. Appel said within 24 hours because the discharges had been
occeurring for several months without anything being done to stop it. She also said Armstrong Egg Farm would be issued a
Warning Citation which may lead to future fines if the discharges are not stopped. Alan said at the southern location they would
remove the pipe, fill in the pit and construct an overflow basin the next day. No definite corrective measures or time frames w™ ~
discussed regarding the northem portion of the farm. tn summary Appel sald all discharges at the Armstrong property must &
ammediately or further enforcement actions would result. Appel, Barber and Fritz leﬁ the site at 3 25

Figure 1 o ‘ ‘ Flgure 2
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

County of Sa'? Diego . . BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
Water Quality Compliance Inspection ‘ " COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
AWMSW 1402b (01/03)
. STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO  37SW
Business Name: Inspection Number Contact Person: - ]
Armstrong Egg Farm 14020625 . Alan Armstrong
Site Address: , Phons:
' ' ’ e boa ¢ I Y |7
Valley Center : 92082 903.15, Complaint x| 95107 ,
T Page 10of 1

INSPECTOR NOTES:

On September 5, 2007, |, David Fritz Senior lnspector'of the San Diego County Department of Agriculture Weights and Measures, Agricultural
Water Quality Program (AWQ) accompanied by Ag Weights and Measures (AWM) Supervising [nspector Nancy Appet and Department of

Public Warks (DPW) Inspector Nancy Barber, conducted a water quality comphance inspection at Armstrong Egg Farm located at 27023 North
Lake Wohlford Rd, Valley Center. The abave named business was found to be in non compliance with the following the sections of the County
of San Diego’s Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control Ordinance. Fallowing each ordinance seoﬁon below,

you will find in bold, a brief description of the specific condition that constituted the non-oompl‘ iance.

WATERSHED PROTECTION ORDINANCE: SEC. 67.805 (a), (b) Discharge Prohibltlons STORMWATER STANDARDS MANUAL: SEC.

p .2.4.1 Pravention of lilegal Discharges.

Armstrong Egg Farm has two (2) iilegal connections to the Coubty Stormwater anveyahce System at the above noted address.
During the course of this Inspection discharges from these connections were observed entering the County Stormwater Conveyance
System on North.Lake Wohlford Rd. All illegal connections to the MS4 shall be removed and illegal discharges eliminated

immediately.

WATERSHED PROTECTION ORDINANCE SEC. 67.807 (b) (3) & (5) Minimum Best Management’ Practlces for All Dischargers. SEC.
67.807 (c) Inspection, Maintenance, Repalr and Upgrading of BMPs. . )

s

in the southern portion of dle farm, roof cooling water was observed contacting chicken manure deposited on the ground in and
around the houses. The cooling water flowed into a pipe connected fo the Stormwater Conveyance System. In the northern portion
of the farm, roof cooling. water was observed ﬂowlng under a fence and into a concrete ditch connected to the Stormwatar

Conveyance System,

There is a waste water recovery system at this site, but rt is inadequate for the circumstances. Alan Armstrong stated the system is
too small to manage the amount of waste water enfering into it which causes it to back up and overflow. The.waste water recovery
.System must be modified or upgraded to prevent any further fallure in the same or similar circumstances. All contaminated water

with the potential to discharge off site shall have secondary containment.

A S R R N e

Documents Provided: Inspection Fee Summary:

Training Documentatuon Form OJ Inspection Hrs 3.0 @ 0.00/hr = $00.00

Training Manual: Engfish O Spanish 3 " Report Hrs 0.0 @ 0.00/hr = $00.00
Corrective Action Form O ~ Total Inspection Fees Paid = $00.00

THE VIOLATIONS NOTED ABOVE REQUIRE YOUR IMMEDIATE ATTENTION. CONTINUED NON-COMPLIANCE MAY
SUBJECT YOU TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO WATERSHED ' PROTECTION,
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL ORDINANCE SECTION 67.825. THESE AND FUTURE

'VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION. PLEASE CALL (760-752:4790) FOR RE-INSPEC WITHIN 1 DAY.

./

; : - . INSPECTOR < BADGE #
| HAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ADDITIONAL REMARKS LISTED ABOVE \ , 43
[ INSPECTION ACKNOWLEDGED BY (PRINT) TILE SIGNATURE bt (/ DATE

RTINS T G




Citafion No. 7B07-08

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Watershed Protection Program
ADMINISTRATIVE CITATION

Issuance Date: September 6, 2067

X WARNING  []1* Citation [] 2™ Citation [] 3" Citation [] 4" & Subsequent Citations
$100 - $200 -~ $500 $1000

Payments of $ NA is due no later than NA (See reverse side for payment instructions)
Correction of the violations indicated below of the Watershed Protection, Stormwater
Management and Discharge Control Ordinance (WPO) must be completed by: Date: 09/12/07 Time: 6900

a.m:
If you fail to correct the violations by th:s date a cutatlon may be issued.

Person Cited: Last First . Middle | X Propesty Owner [ Tenant
Armstrong Farms, inc. : | X Business Owner [1 Other
Mailing Address:  City State Zip Code Business Name (If Applicable)
P.O. Box 2299, Valley Center, CA 92082 :
Violation Address: 27023 N. Lake Wohiford | Phone #: ' AP.N.
Road, Valley Center, CA 92082 _ | 189-180-54-00
WPQ Section | Date - Description of Viofation
. Violated. - Observed
_ 37.805(a)67.813 NiA ﬂlegal Discharge of pollutants in non-stormwater directly and indirectly into the
t@)B.2.4.1) : County of San Diego stormwater conveyance system
67.805(b) and N/A lllicit Connactions direcfing pollutants in non-stormwater directly and mdirecﬂy
67.813(a)(B 2.4.1) : ' into the County of San Diego stormwater conveyance system }
NIA WA NIA -

Correciidns Required:

| 1. Cease and desist ali illegal chschargeé of non-stormwater onto the County of San Diego stormwater conveyance
system, i.e., the culverts under North Lake Wohlford Rd. and the Road Right of Way (30 feet from the center of North
Lake Wohlford Road). These discharges include, but are'not limited to, any contamlnated cooling water from chicken

housing as weII as process water

2. Remove the illicit connections that convey illegal discharges of non-stormwater to the County of San Diego stermwater
conveyance along North Wohiford Road, i.e., a pipe redirecting contaminaled cooling water from a pit and a concrete -
culvert draining contaminated cooling water to County of San Diego stormwater conveyance system.

ENFORCING OFFICER:
: . Phone: . Signature:.

Name (Print): Nancy Barber
) : : (858) 495-5294

-1 PERSON CITED:

' 'ﬁ _Name (Print): Alan Armstrong .  Signature:

SN : L _ o g

"I Citation Served: L1 In Person (To:. y - (] Posted on Property X By Mail
By:Mall [] Other: : ’ : '

RADDPS b i




County of San Biego
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

JOHL?I;E-(:S'I":)YQDER 5555 OVERLAND AVE, SUITE 2183
’ SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92123-3285

{858) 694-2212 FAX: {858) 268-04061
Web Site: sdcdpw.org

TO: Alan Armstrong
 Armstrong Farms, Inc
27431 N. Lake Wohliord Road -
Valley Center, CA, 92082

AND: Ryan Armstrong
- Armstrong Farms, Inc
27431 N. Lake Wohlford Road
- Valley Center, CA, 92082

AND: Nancy Armstrong
" Armstrong Farms
P.0.Box 2299
Valley Center, CA, 92082

Dear Sirs and Madam.
RE: ARMSTRONG FARMS, INC., 27431 NORTH LAKE WOHLFORD ROAD, VALLEY CENTER

Attached are Administrative C1tat10n Wamings that were discussed with Alan Armstrong and addressed
to each of you. Ryan Armstrong, as the Representative of Service for Armstrong Farms, Inc. the
- corporation causing the illegal dlschargc and illicit connections; Alan Armstrong, as the representative of
the corporation and property owner causing the illegal dlscharge and illicit conmections and; Nancy
Armstrong, as the representatlve of the property owner, Armstrong Farms causing. the illegal discharge
and illicit connections, you are the dischargers and have responmblhty to prevent the illegal dlscharges

. and illicit connecnons
It is understood that you are currently addressing.ﬂlese illcgal' discharges and illicit connections.

_.If you have any questions, you may contact me at (858) 495-5294 or Nancy Appel, Supemsmg Inspoctor .
_for Agriculture; Wclghts and Measures County of San Dlego, at (858) 694-3 122 . o

- Yours tru]y, .
A a AL
Nancy Barber .
Environmental Health Specialist I
‘Department of Public Works
Watershed Protection Program

ce. XA Nancy Appel AWM _ .
ﬁle . ) : S -

Kids » The Environment « Safe anci Livable Communities

L R S e e R N e



ADMINISTRATIVE CITATIONS

County Code Section 18.103 provides for issuance of administrative citations for County Code violations. There are four
levels of citations that can be issued progressively for a violation. The fines, as indicated on the front of this situation, are
$100 for the First Citation, $200 for the Second Citation, $500 for the Third Citation, and $1000 far the Fourth Citation and
subsequent Citations. These fines are cumutative. A warning, if issued, does net incur a fine and, therefore, is not

appealable.
ORDER

~You are ordered to:
(1) immediately cease committing the code violation(s} listed on the front of this cnatmn

‘(2) make correction(s), and
(3) notrepeat the violation(s).

RIGHTS OF APPEAL

You have the right to appeal this administrative citation within 10 business days from the date the citation was issued.

* Anappeal must be made on a Request for Hearing form and include a return address, a basis for the appeal in detail, and
. be.accompanied by all owed accumulated fines related to the violation. Forms may bé obtained from the issuing officer

designated on the front or by cafling the Code Enforcement Clerk at (858) 694-3165. An appeal will result in an

administrative hearing.

Failure of any person to properly fi fite a written appeal within 10 business days shall constitute a waiver of his or her right to
“an admlmstrahve hearmg ang ad;udicat:on of the admlnistrahve citation and you will forfeit any fine paid.

HOW TO PAY FINE

The amount of the fine is indicated on the front of this administrative citation and is due within 30 days of the issue date of .
the citation. You may pay by mail or in person. Payments should be made by personal check, cashler’s check or money:
order payable to the San Diego County Treasurer, at the address below.

' County of San Diego
Department of Public Works
. 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite D
San Diego, CA 92123
ATTN: Public Works WRP Fiscal

. If the fine is not pald within 30 days of the issue date of the citation, you will receive a Delinquent Notice from the Fmance
Departrnent and a 50% penalty fe ‘will be assessed in addmon to the original fine:

If you need further clarification about pavment of the citalion, please call (858) 694-3232

Payment of any fme shall not excuse the failure to correct the violation nor shall it bar further enforcement by the
County.

CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO PAY THE FINE

The failure of any person to pay the fine assessed by an adminisiraiive citation within 30 days of the issuing date of the
citation or the due date on a Delinquent Notice may result in a lien against your property, turning the accountover to a -
collection agency, filing a claim with the Small Claims Court or any legal rernedy to cotlect such money. The County has -
the authority to collect all costs associated w1th the fi Img of such actions.

CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO CORRECT V]OLATIONS

. There are numerous enforcement options that can be used to encourage the correction of violations, -These options
.include, but are not limited to: abatement, crimina! prosecution, civil litigation, recording the violation with the County -
Recorder and forfeiture of certain State tax benefits for substandard residential rental property

- If you need further rnformahon about the violations and/or how to comply, please call the enforcement officer desngnated
on the front. - ) ) .

=t TR
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WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND
DISCHARGE CONTROL ORDINANCE Section(s):

San Diego County Watershed Protection Ordinance:
SEC. 67.805. DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS

(a) l[feqal Discharges. The discharge of Pollutants diractly or indirectly into the Stormwater
Conveyance System-or Receiving Waters in non-stormwater is prohibited, except as exempted
in Section 67.806 of this Ordinance. The discharge of Potiutants directly or indirectly into the
Stormwater Conveyance System or Receiving Waters in stormwater is prohibited, unless the
applicable requnrements of this Ordinance have been met.

{b) Hhcnt Connection. The establishment of Hicit Connections is prohibited. The use of llicit
Connections is prohibited, even if the connection was established pursuant to a valid County
permit and was legatl at the time it was constructed.

SEC 67.809. ADDITIONAL MINIMUM BEST MANAGEMENT . PRACTICE REQUIREMENTS FOR
COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES AND FACILITIES.

(b) High Priority Comme_'rcial Facilities identified. -

. (3) The facility is a Regulated Commercial Facility and has been notified in writing by an Authorized
Enforcement Official or Authorized Enforcement Staff that it is a High Pnonty Commercial
~Facility. Such designations shall take effect 90 days after mailing or service of this notice.

- These designations shall be made where the facility discharges a pollutant load in storm water
or runoff that causes or contnbutes to the violation of water quahty standards

’ ﬁ@@‘\. ‘h}—‘ ~ R




COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
M WATER QUALITY
COMPLIANCE INSPECTION

INSPECTION
[ ANNUAL

(J REINSPECT [ COMPLAINT

TYPE
{] REFFERAL

NURSERY { GREENHOUSE / CAFO

AWMSW 1402 (09/0:

“tF REINSPECTION* ORIG INSPECTION NG

WEBSITE: W"W' SDCAWNM.CRG 1

|

| -

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES
BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTVITIES

r p; IR b)(5) DELIBERATIVE
173 i1 g 1E I. ..
zz_‘ Bt BERWST] O
g 5 PROPERTY LOCATION I
w
S A L% Woht . \/dzl& Gnttr 111
P @ M rd 4 SORT A e S o e - T —
: AND; : R BMESTANDARDS R
1 Removal of Eroded Sols from Disturbed Slopes| 822 1. [[... 37._Maintenance { Repair Area Drains Protected | C.3.2.2.a E 1
{27 iiegal:Dischiarge Practicés Eliminated™ ~==#21:8:2.4:1 = |FS= | # 38. Maintenance / Repair Spill Precautions C.3.22b L
- 3. Slopas >250 sq ft Protected from Erosion B.2.5.1 39, Retired Vehicle Fluids Dralned C32z2dit Il _ |
4. Materials / Waste Storage B.2.6.1 40. Maintenance / Repair Area Ory Cleaning c.3.22el__] L.
5. No Rinsate to Conveyance / Receiving Waters | B8.2.7.1 41. Maintenance / Repair Diip Pans C322f ]
s mﬂﬂﬁ-a 5 G328, ] :
8. Annual Rewew of Facilties and Traini c.2.4.1 ; e ]
: _ — WS e 4 —
110. Hazmat& Waste: SlorageJManagelDlsposal C26.1.a 46 StoredE uipment Bermed and Covefed .3.2.4.b L
11.. Hazardous Materials Storage Practices C.26.1.b | 235
12. Drums & Containers: Good Condition / Closed | C.2.6.1.c | 48. Parking Area Trash Cans Provided C.33.23a L]
13. Hazmet Storage Spill Kit - - C.26.1d ) [[49. Parking Area Vehicle Storage C3.32b [ ;l
itashiATE A3 {Ban" 5 CRIhE; L] 50. Parking Area Leaks and Spills Cleaned C.3.3.2¢ ]
HEZEDT 80|68 edE Al 3 ] IS‘I Parking Area Stored Materials Bermed C.3.324d [
16, Loading / Unloading Area Spills / Leaks C.2.6.3.b 52. Sail, Femllzer Potﬂ Mater(als Covered 3.3, et b
17._Load/Unioad Area inspected & Waste Removed| C.2.6.3.¢ —JE’ Adite 3 : : L JL ]
18. Loading / Unioading Area Spill Kit C.2.6.3d 154. Containers GoodCondmom (:losed Protecled 481 H |
: ATSRESPUTKH R [J_]|55. IPM Practices Used C4.92 -
20. Maintenance / Repair Area Spill Prevention C.27.2a ] 56. fion Equipment Maintained €493
21. Mainienance / Repair Area Sgill Kit C272b [ 5§7. Chemicals-Use and Disposal (Laws/Regs) C.4.9.4
‘ - 58._Chemicals-Use and Disposal (Label/MSDS) C.495 ]
i3 2SR i | 59_ Chemicals Labeled, Undercover & Off Ground | C.4.9.6 .
i ‘utdoor Equipment Storage Spill Containment § C.2.7.4.a 80. Appropriate Fertilizer Application Methods €497 j ||
2. Jutdoor Equipment Storage Area Spill Kit C274b 61. Steckpiles Bermed, Covered cas9.10( o ) |
: d: © : 258 _Work Areas Cleaned C4.9.11 HHE=
,,b 0 b
29. Secondary Cantainment CJ31i1.a STORMWATER ORDINANCE | Ordinance
30. Hazmat Storage Area Ins| C.3.1.1.b, il I 3 ]
[+ - S X/ e
32._Loading and Unloading Areas Dry Cleaned | C3.1.3.a | | i P ]
33. Loading and Unloading Area Drains Protected { C.3.1.3.¢
34. Loading and Unloading Equipment Maintained | C.3.1.3.d ] [
: < ; ]
O A 0 e
72. L—- =
73. I 0]

NON-COMPLIANCES [fves [Jno 0" A

NATURE OF COMPLAINT %ﬂaﬂ DManwre [ inigation [ Other
DOCUMENTS PROVIDED:
1 TRANING MANUAL  [] TRAINING DOCUMENT FORM [} CORRECTIVE ACTION FORM

ENG
O se {T] EQUESTRIAN RELATED BMPs [ Horse OWHERS GUIDE,
[ wro Sec 67811 et seq. '

The section numbers marked "NO* above are in violation of the County of San Diego
Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control Ordinance. Al

nen-compliances must ba correctad by: Lu/I_LJ/l I[ [ ]

ll INSPECTION COSTS:

* You must CORRECT aft NON-COMPLIANCES and call for re-inspection.
Fees for these re-inspections are $90.00 per hour, and will be payable at time

JPEETEEBNCIES 7 560 per hour INSPECTION einspection.

: ur — f

[T ][] @ O e smeneasoonon=${_[ T_J-o0]*" rEassons: oo -
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF INSPECTION DATE INSPE

EM“NEQﬁK S’IL\/A' J;p«_m W/

B

. JAVIER. IMINCADA s

Ly

REVISED 06/01/200 : 7
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

County of San Diego . BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
Water Quality Com pllance inspection ' COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
AWMSW 1402b (01/03) ' '
STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO 37SW0
Business Name: Inspection Number: ’ Contact Person:
Armstrong Egg Ranch (Allan Armstrong. Manager) 1402-0276 Ramon Hernandez (Complainant)
Site Address: b . -
27431 N Lake Wohiford Road :
City: . Zipr HSU # ’ Complaint Date:
Valley Center 92082 903.15 Re-nspection [ [&uly:6;:2007

ADDITIONAL REMARKS:

" On July 8, 2007 1, Nestor Siiva, Inspector with the San Diego County Department of Agriculture Weights and Measures,
Agricultural Water Quality Program, responded to a waste water runoff complaint against Armstrong Egg Ranch of 27431-N Lake
Wohiford Road, Valiey Center. Javier Moncada the horse caretaker of Ramoni Hemandez, the complamant was present at the

time of mspecuon

{ called Ramon Hernandez, the complainant and told him that | will be visiting his property on North Lake Wohtford Road on that
day. Hemandez said that his carelaker will meet me and show me waster water runoff from their neighbor.

At around 1:00'pm, | met Javier Moncada al the harse property across the street from the Armstrong Egg Ranch’s main entrance
_on North Lake Wohiford Road in Valley Center. Javier Moncada showed me the waste water that flows from Armstrong Egg
Ranch into Ramon Hernandez's propérty. There was a constant flow of waste water westward that crosses Hernandez's .
property and onto the next. The water exudes an odor similar to fresh chicken manure. According to Javier Moncada, that
problem had been gaing on for about two weeks. Javier Moncada expressed cancern about the water's bad smell and the

possible disease the water might bring to the horses.

{ took pictures of the waste water running from Armstrong Egg Ranch into Ramon Hernandez's property. | told Javier Moncada
that | wili inform Ammistrong Egg Ranch about the problem and work on fi ndmg a solution on preventing it from happening again.
Javier Moncada signed my inspection form at 1:50 pm. ,

After my meeting with Javier Moncada. | called Allari Armstrong at (760) 749-1058 and lefta. message to retum my call to
discuss their runoff problem. - _

" The following Monday, July 8, 2007 at 11:40 am, Alan Armstrong called me and said that he was aware of the s:tuatlon and will
fix the problem right away. He sgid that the problem should be fixed by Tuesday. We set an appolntment to inspect the site on
Wednesday morning, July 11, 2007.

Documents Provided: lnégggion Fee Summary:

Training Documentation Form [} .. Inspection Hrs 0.5 @ 80.00/hr = $30.00
Training Manual: English [J Spanish[J Report Hrs 0.5 @ 60.00/r = $30.00
Carrective Action Form ] _ Total Insoection Fees Paid = $60.00

THE VIOLATIONS NOTED ABOVE REQUIRE YOUR IMMEDIATE ATTENTION. CONTINUED NON-COMPLIANCE MAY SUBJECT YOU
TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
AND DISCHARGE CONTROL ORDINANCE SECTION 67.825. THESE AND FUTURE VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION.
PLEASE CALL (858) 571-4262 FOR RE-INSPECTION WITHIN _. DAYS. -

_ ) INSPECTOR _ BADGE #
| HAVE READ ANDUNDERSTAND THE ADDITIONAL REMARKS LISTED ABOVE NESTOR SILVA 72
INSPECTION ACKNOWLEDGED BY (PRINT) T TCE SIGNATURE : ~ DATE

) 5@@@5 Pata
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A

,1’1{ . . : .
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO ’ INSPECTION TYPE N Tns
WATER QUALITY 8 ANNUAL Bcnyrsm : 1:4.02. 08703 B
N P
COMPLIANCE INSPECTION b d. bnintl NURSERY / GREENHOUSE f CAFO
AWMSW 1402 (05/03) PECTION" ORIGINSPECTION NO DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGKTS AND MEASURES
.+ WEBSITE: WWW SDCAWMORG - l L—l - I I I IAU 8P REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS F
[ COMMERCIAL FACIUTIES 8 ACY
) - EPHONE NUMBER STORMWATER REGISTRATION 8O ]
8 STRONG, EGE ) (6 3[7]s|w
i ) 3 »|BUSINESS A ING ADDRESS 10P 1D U’!TT N
| 82 ENENRENINERREIERN
H & I PROPERTY LOCATION HYDRO SUB-UNIT
°© | X743/ La/&, Wﬂh/ 7 a, Ce Al
: BMP STANDARDS - . : & Feciion: 17y ™y »'; BMP_STANDARDS : - ;i ] Section {250
1. Removal ot Eroded Scils from Onslurbed SIQL B.2.2.1 137. Maintenance / Repair Ares Drains Protected C.3.2.2.a : ; :
2. lllega! Discharge Practices Eliminated B.2.4.1 - ]| 38. Maintenance / Repair Spill Precautions c322by | |
3. Slopes >250 sq ft Protected from Erosion B.2.5.1 3S. Retired Vehicle Fluids Drained C3224) il |
4. Materials / Waste Storage B.2.6.1 40, Maintenance / Repair Area Dry Cleaning c322e|_ [ ]
5. No Rinsate ta Conveyance / Recelvi j Waters § B.2.7.1 [ | 41. Maintenance / Repair an Pans C.3.2.2. [ ]
"6 Annual Training Provided™ - - ozl N ] 23 Wash Area Precay 2:3;
A AmuaITréuﬁngmmqund,- PEEER B e T | . cs,w th AroaDrain Plunb il
8. Annual Review of Facilities and Training €241 [ ] 54 AN aah AVl rArfiltration - - 1 )
.. P2 - Pollution Prevention Practices' impleméntad ] +C:2:5:17 - 452 &KW&Q_@{,GDN&MJ&\T ;
10. Hazmat & Waste: Storage/Manage/Disposal C26.1a 46. Stored Equipment Bermed and Covered C.3.24bf 1L I __
11. Hazardous Materials Storage Praclices c26.1b | - A7 Roohop Downspotd Routing:: - AR Lo B
12. Drums & Containers: Good Condition / Closed | C.26.1.¢c 48. Parking Area Trash Cans Provided €332all |
13. Hazmat Storege Spill Kit_° c.26.1d #49. Parking Area Vehicle Storage C.33.2b _—
14 Trash-Area Clean & Free of Debfis 1< C2B2R" 50. Parking Area Leaks and Spills Cleaned C.33.2¢c
15..Duimpsters Clogsed-end:Malntained. AT 51. Parking Area Stored Materials Benmed c€33.24f( W [ ]
16. Loading / Unloading Area Spills / Leaks - 1C.26.3b 52. Soil Fettﬂiz.ef, Pomng Maternials Covered C.3.3.3.9 [
17. Load/Unload.Area Inspected & Waste Removed| C.2.6.3.c 52 Main o ance / Répairin-Dasignated Areas - | ~C.4.1:1.9 [
18. Loading / Unloading Area Spill Kd 54. Containers: Good Condition, Closed. Protected C4.9.1 [
18:-Fueling Area Spll-Kat:*, [== 1 ' =i s B o4 - 55, |PM Practices Used C.4.9.2 |
20. Maintenance / Repair Area Spill Prevention C272a ] 56. Application Equipment MaJntaIned C.4.93 [ ]
21. Maintenance / Repair Area Spill Klt : . C.2.7.2b 57. Chemicals-Use and Disposal (Laws/Regs) C494 ||
. Wash Area Bralns Protectad:: . wrlceaed | 58. Chemicals-Use and Digposal {LabeVMSDS) C.4.9.5 ]
23 “Soaps IDQLmamﬁedmdeﬂmuiated 62730y J[ [ 159, Chemicals Labeled, Undercover & Off Ground | C4.96 A N
24. Quidoor Equipment Storage Splli Containment | C.2.7.4.3 80. Appropriate Fertilizes Application Methods C.4.9.7 |
. |25. Outdoor Equipment Storage Area Spill Kit_ C.2.7.4b . Stockpiles Bermed, Covered 4.9, [ ]
26:: Landscape--Over-Appiication Pécsution .- .- | C2:8.35 _Work Areas Cleaned [
27 - Landscape- Prevent-Overirrigation - 02830 | 3 st |
28 Litter, Debris, etc. -Coliacted and Disposed. [
29. Secondary Containment
30 Havna! Storage Area lnspected —
2 Loadmg and Unloading Areas Dry Cleaned C313.a f
33. Loading and Unloading Area Drains Protected | C.3.1.3.c
34. Loadlng and Urﬂoadmg Equlpment Maintained | C.3.1.3.d
> = TRy
COh"PLAlN‘I INFO -

: TOTAL
'NATURE OF COMPLAINT [Runofi (] Manwe  [J tigation [ Ottier NON'COMPUANCES % [Ino m

:
i DOCUMENTS BROVIDED The section numbers marked "NO" above are in violation of the County of San Diago
: [0 thaminG MaNuas  [] TRAMNING DOCUMENT FORM [} CORRECTIVE ACTION FORM | wiatershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Contrat Ordinance. All

8 :‘:6 ] EQUESTRIANRELATED BMPs [} HORSE OWNERS GUIDE "Mmdiﬂm mugt be corrected by;
| 3 v s s e ERljnnlinnny|

| INSFECTION COSTS: -8
NSPECTION HOURS : - * You fg:uﬁ CORRECT afl Noncsg?:gnuces an:d cal:'tg; te-msc)ecﬁo:me
[ $50 per hour INSPECTION  _ el ,pemm'““’m”“ are PETISRS Bac i be peyste .
[___] @ 1 590 per hour REANSPECTION — $EED 00 PLEASE CALL: (858) ?&‘ 7 = 70&{‘ .
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF INSPECTION
TIME (MILITAR DATE INSPECTED

fee NESTDR _¢1ivh e 20070 )72 /10l

Oistribution; White -County Canary -Frm/Person Inspecied Pk - Inspector

REVISED 0610112005




r‘OUN TY OF SAN DIEGO - DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES
5555 OVERLAND -AVENUE, SUITE 3101 SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 921231256
Agricullure: San Diego (858) 694-2739  San Marcos (760) 752-4700 Welgihls & Measures: (858) 694-2778

Page 1 of 1
NOTICE OF VIOLAT!ON
Name: Armstrong Egg Ranch Date Issued: _ J’?ﬁy 11"'“2607 Time:
Mailing Address: 27431 N Lake Wohiford Road Date Occured:  July 6, 2007 Time:
Chyrstateizip Code:  Valley Center ‘ Phone: : (760)'749-1058
Site Location: o City!Zip Code 92082
NATURE of CONTACT | ] Inspection [X] Compiaint [ 1 Internal Referral [ ] Other
.| ] Re-nspection i1 Driveny [ | External Referral Explain: .

BUSINESS TYPE [ 1 Nursery/Greenhouse | ] Cemetery [ ] Field Agriculture | ] Structural Pest Control [ X ] Other

| ] Goif Course -{ ) Grove [ 1 Ag. PestConticl - [ 1 Equestrian Egg Ranch
LICENSE OR CERTIFICATE i} ' - . .
BUSINESS License # License #  INDIVIDUAL - License #

[ ] Nursery or Greenhouse
{ 1 Ag Pest Control Business
[ 1 Struct Pest Control Operator

[ 1 OPID or Site Id Number
[ ] Pesticide Dealer °

[ | Restricted Material Permit

{ ] Maintenance Gardener

[X] Other: Egg Ranch
Explain

{ | Certified Qualified Appllcalor
[ ] Licensed Qualified Applicator
[ 1 Licensed Structural Appllcator

{ 1 Private Applicator
[ ] Other Explain__

‘\‘\-A*\.Y:L

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN VIOLATION OF SECTION (3)
Watershed Protection Ordinance Secﬂon 67.805 (a) and (b}
Starmwater Standards Manuat o ' i : 7 : o '

A W VIOLATION NARRATIVE
A5

Dn July 6, 2006 during a complaint investigation of waste water runoff from Armstrong Egg Ranch located -at
27434 N Lake Wohlford Road, Valley Center, | observed water leaving the egg ranch, entering stormwater
f conveyance system and crossing the property across N Lake Wohliford Road (APN 1891804400). This is a
violation of the San Diego County Watershied Protectian, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control

Ord:nance Section 67.805 (a) and (b). . .

Armstrong Egg Ranch is hereby notified that it is a High- Priority Commercial Facmty and such designation shall
take effect 90 days after this notice, pursuant to the WPO Section 67.809. :

CEASE AND DESIST
[[X] You are ordered to cease and desist The itegal discharge of waste water from your egg ranch entering the stormwater
conveyance system and the properties across N Lake Wohliord Road, Valley Center must be stopped immediately.

Pursuant to Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control Ordinance Section 67.823 (a)(2)

.THESE VIOLATIONS SUBJECT YOU TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR BY
THE WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL ORDINANCE
‘ ) THESE AND FUTURE VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION

The Notified Person's Srgnature is ot an admmifpromm
A/C’{Vl }414446%/0"’1 o :

NOTIFIED PERSON'S SIGNATURE

NOTIFIED PERSON 5 PRINT ED NAME AND TITLE
" This is lo certify that all funchons recorded hereon were petformed in accordance with applicable laws and regulat:ons

Wv %/ 7- /va7

ENEORCING pﬁracsns SIGNATURE

Nestor Sliva # 72

g’\ l‘fokcme- OFFICER'S PRINTED NAME AND BADGE 1D
S .

Date: { ] Certxl'ed Mall . # Dale.'

VIOLATION DELIVERED: [ ] In Person

" AWM 0354 (7/05)
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
B WATER QUALITY

[} ANNUAL
[J REINSPECT

INSPECTION TYPE

] REFFERAL
ﬂcoupwm

COMPLIANCE INSPECTION

*IF REINSPECTION"

ORIG INSPECTION NO DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,

AWMSW 1402 (00/03) 8
. WEBS!TE: “WWW SDCAWM.ORG :::: [ _] - BMP REQUIREMENTS mo "
' COMMERCIAL FACY]
TELEPHONE NUMBER STORMWATER REGETRATION WO |
g ARMST R DN BG RANCH 1 1 1 3]7]sw[ T T
3 >IP A £S5 g PERWITT BER, ORSERY LIC!
EENEN)
e HYDRO SUB-UNIV__
CH( O 0 F20p2. [/
__BMP-STANDARDS : ZSBction s Tgs I [ Lk s, BMPSTANDARDS . - Section [ o T
1. Removal of Esoded Soifs from Dtsiurbed Slopeos B 2 2.4 {1 W37, Maintenance / Repair Area Drains Protected C€3.22a) [ | ]
2. lllegal.Dischaige: PracticesiElimifiated ssmmerau| 28: 24 |[ES)iZ[ ™ 1]38. Maintenance / Repair Spill Precautions C322b ]
3. "Slopes=250°5q fi'Protected from Erosion | B.2.5.1 H39. Retired Vehicle Fluids Drained c.3.2.2d
4. Materials / Waste Storage B.26.1 J140. Maintenance / Repair Area Dry Cieaning c.az2ell L T ]
5. No Rinsate to Conveyance / Reoenwgg Waters | B.2.7.1 41. Maintenance / Repair an Pans_ C I IC ]
- 6 Aanual-Training Provided”:". : Zﬁ‘i;— A [__J}42: Wash Area Precautic e g 3]
7. ‘Annual Tratning Documented: TRER £ ), Area'Diain’ R&nnbediesew : [ ] [ ]
8. Annual Review of Facililies and Training C.2.4.1 : 34 Wash Wetsr : f (]
'8:-P2 "~ Pollution Prevention Prattices implemeéntedy =C;25'1™ [ 45" Wash Water Contained: mmamwm jc3234[ ]
10. Hazmat & Waste: Storage/Manage/Disposal C261a 48. Stored Equipmenl Bermed and Covered c.3.24.bl |
11, Hazardous Malerials Slorage Practices C26.1b 47:.-Rooftop Downsp rting- KA £ ot i | I : ]
112. Drums & Confainers: Good Condition / Closed | C.2.6.1.¢ - 48. Parking Area Trash Cans Provided €.3.3.2aj | L L ]
- 13, Hazme Hazmat Storage Spill Kit j1C.26.1d . 49. Parking Area Vehicle Storage C.3.3.2b
% Clean : . JeZ625l 1L [ 50 Parking Area Leaks and Spliis Cieansd caszzell_J[ )
15. Dumpsters Clased-and:Malntainéd - L o L1026 25, [__[}51. Parking Area Stored Materials Bermed C.3.3.2d ] !
16. Loading / Unloading Area Spills / Leaks c263b] 1] 52. Soill, Fenmzer Pomng Matenals Covered C.3.3.3.g : ]
17._Load/Unload Area Inspected & Waste Removed| C.2.6.3.c ] = Mai 6./ Rép: A1 ] ]
18. Loading / Unloading Area Spill Kit C.263d 54, Containers: Good Condn'on Closed, Pfotected C4.9.1 [
18. -Fueling Ares SpilKite. s o5 5 HBR2FADY 5§5._IPM Practices Used c49.2 )|
120. Maintenance / Repair Area ili Prevention C27.2a 56. Application Equipmeni Maintained €493
21, Maintenance / Repair Area Spill Klt C.2.7.2b 57._Chemicals-Use and Disposal (Laws/Regs) c4.9.4 [ ] :
* Vash Area Dralné‘Rrotected. . CR2:7Qa . 58, Chemicals-Use and Disposal (LabeVMSDS) c485 |[ [ ]
. soaps ] Degréasers Reduted br-Eliminated -] G273 0% §9. Chemicals Labeled, Undercover & Off Ground | C.4.8.6 |
24._Qutdoor Equipment Storage Spili Containment_| €.2.7.4.3 60. _Appropriate Fertilizer Application Methods c497 |[ ]
25. .Outdogr Etwlpmen( Storage Area Spill Kit C274b - i 61._Stockplies Bermed, Covered c49.10) Il H _
Over: 1 Precaution . 288 62. Work Areas Cleaned ca9.11ll N
27 “Praven Jriigation .. ; < EqGestiain Wash Racks <"t - o - oo §L CA20- ||
2a~uter.oebdsetacmbctadando_hgééem. ] -
29. Secondary Containment [ STORMWATER ORDINANCE
- {80._Hazmat Storage Area Inspected 3.1, =5 TR T R PR S
31. -Trash Areas inspetted:Weekly” . 5 il v TGS a; || .
132 Loading and Unloading Areas Dry Cleaned CEXEXY |
33. Loading and Unloading Area Drains Protected | C.3.1.3.c
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35, Draing Prolected H-Fieling: o B
36.* Designaled . Euelin; A -
O O &
T2.
73, -
: : : TOTAL 0
| NATURE OF COMPLAINT (] Runoft . [J Manure [ imigation (] Other | NON-COMPLIANCES & ves [ JnNo
i section numbers marked "NO™ above are in violation of the County of San Diega
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INSPECTION MOURS

e

[ s6c per hour INSPECTION
[ $90 per hour RE4NSPECTION

* You must CORRECT all NON-COMPUIANCES and cali for re-inspection.
Foastormmmnspedumsamsmoaperm and will be payable at time
of reinspection,

PLEASE CALL: (858) . -

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF INSPECTION

e ' SPE._ TIME (MIL(TARY]  DATE INSPECTED
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ﬁnmmmnav; |
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' REVISED 06/01/2005 '
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ARMSTRONG EGG RANCH
L _1

PARADISE VALLEY ROAD | - N

Waste water fiows from Armstrong Egg Ranch through the stormwater
culvert under the street and into Hernandez property

Dependmg on the amount of runoff, waste water can reach two more A !
parcels of land west of Hemandez property. o

* Two men deaning the channel to the seplic receptacle.




DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS AND MEASURES

County of Sa'.] Diego .- . .BMP REQUIREMENTS AND STANDARDS FOR ALL
y Water Quality Compliance Inspection COMMERCIAL FACILITIES & ACTIVITIES
% AWMSW 1402b (01/03) _
: STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO  37SW0
¥ siness Name: Inspection Number: Contact Person:
i . Armstrong Egg Ranch (Alian Armsirong, Manager) Ramon Hernandez (Complainant)
i Site Address: ] Phone:
1y Zip: HSU # Complaint Date:
Valley Center 92082 903.15 Renspection 1 [sdtily 30; 50078
ADDITIONAL REMARKS:

On July 30, 2007 |, Nestor Silva, Inspector with the San Diego County Department of Agriculture Weights and Measures,
Agricultural Water Quality Program, responded to a waste water runoff complalnl against Armstrong Egg Ranch located at 27023

N Lake Wohlford Road, Valley Center.

The,complaint was a follow up on the illegai discharge and illicit connection violations issued by AWQ last July 11, 2007. The
complainant, Ramon Hernandez left a voice message on my phone on July 29, 2007, Sunday, informing me of the discharge of
waste water from Armstrong Egg Ranch. According to Ramon Hernandez, the egg ranch seemed to have waited for the
weekend to discharge wash water from their chicken houses since no inspector could respond to take a look at the situation.

| arrived by Ramon Hernandez's property along Woods Valley Road, Valley Center at around 9:30 a.m. Looking from Woods
Valley Road, | observed that the channel that goes through Hernandez’s property and to the adjoining property had been
recently used to convey water. The ground were the alleged wash finally water ended were distinctly green compared to the
immediate surroundings. | took pictures of the stormwater channel along Hernandez's property and his neighbor,

{ drove to Armstrong Egg Ranch. | inspected the source of the alleged discharge in front of Amstrong Egg Ranch’s gate on
27023 N Lake Wahlford Road. There was a small amount of standing water on the stromwater channe! that goes through the
culvert under the street. | then went inside Hémandez's property whose gate had been previously unlocked for me by his
caretaker. | walked along the stormwater channel and observed areas of standing water.

When | walked out of the gate | saw two men across the sireet warking in front of Armstrong Egg Ranch. They were cleaning the
¢ ‘al that feeds waste water to the septic receptacle. The sprinklers between the chicken house and Lake Wohiford Road were
wrned on, watering the ice plants on the landscape. | approached the men and asked them if they discharged waste water the
previous day. The person with the name “Ismael” embroidered on his shirt told-me in broken English that he does not know. 1
asked his opinion how effective their water recovery system works. He responded by saying that he can't express himself in

English very well but added that they clean that canal everyday

On the way back to my truck, Ramon Hernandez called me again. We discussed what | observed on my inspection. He said
that the water recovery system that Armstrong Egg Ranch installed by their front gate was very ineffective.. Hernandez

. described Armstrong’s waste water discharge event as, flowing like a river during a heavy rain. Hernandez told me that it would
have been acceptable if the water they were discharging was the result of runoff from cooling the chicken roof tops with water on
a hot day. Hernandez said that the water they discharged that weekend was murky and smelled bad. He added that it wasn't

even that hot that Sunday. A
1 told Ramon Hernandez that AWQ will refer the case to DPW for a possible violation citation.

See illustration and pictures next page.

Docdmen;g Provided: " Inspection Fee Summary:

Tralning Documentation Form L1 * . Inspection Hrs 0.0 @ 60.00/hr = $0.00
Training Manual; English (] Spanish(d Report Hrs 0.0 @ 60.00/mr = $0.00
Corredive Action Form [] * Total Inspection Fees Paid = $0.00

~ THE VIOLATIONS NOTED ABOVE REQUIRE YOUR IMMED!A1E A'ITENTION CONTINUED NON-COMPLIANCE MAY SUBJECT YOU
TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
" AND DISCHARGE CONTROL ORDINANCE SECTION 67.825. THESE AND FUTURE VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION,

" PLEASE CALL (858) 571-4262 FOR RE-INSPECTION WITHIN __ DAYS.

INSPECTOR : BADGE #-
7 ‘)\ve READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ADDITIONAL REMARKS LISTED ABOVE | NESTOR SILVA . 72
| INSPECTION ACKNOWLEDGED BY (PRINT) T ANLE SIGNATURE _ ~ DATE
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B counTy oF SAN DIEGOD _ WATER QUALITY |
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE s COMPLIANCE INSPECTION
: WE’GHLiiMESAS;fEES FACILITY TYPE INSPECTION TYPE
e Cagag 1t CINURGH [ CEM [PANNUAL {1 DOCS RECDRE —
Office- B58-694-8980 ANMAL [ PGB (] REINSPECT ] COMPLAINT
. Fax- B58-694-3845 HBEEC ] sotr O oweErR “IF REINSPECTION" ORIG INSPECTION NO
- [ mRiGATED AG EEERNEEEE
‘ BUSINESS NAME o STORMWATER REGISTRATION NO
D AIRIM SITIRIOINIG IFIAIRAMSL el [ 1L L L L)1 [3[7][siw]/[plels]
N FROPERTY Locxnon
i R702z N Lake Wohiford and l/@flev Cenk e 2282
! ) f BUSINESS MAILING ADDRESS EPHONE NUMBER
L Pk 2295 Vailey Cenkr _gopg2” 4 b0} 747- 1065
. : HYDRO SUB-UNIT # ACRES

_D:] [ l I I l I l l I Site is within 200" of:  Conveyance/MS4 A Esal] 3034 Waterbodyl:]—i

START TIME /6:00

I wATER [J GREENWASTE [ cxemicaL (] pLasTic [Jous SKA D:l
[ meTaL ] MANURE [ FeRTILIZER [l ENErRGY [ ANTI-FREEZE :
'
- - % ETRELESTT 3 N
: RS E SPEARR el s : 3
AAOnaTbred DISchaes ElmnAICo/ABSE Nt b7 Soh a2l Training Provided & Documented 67.808(a)(1) I:D
Unauth.Conneclions:Eliminated/absantie s % TEOATBY Annual Review Completed & Doc sre08E)@ ][]~
Litter Dumps & Stockpies Properly Managed| 67.804 )Ll || || Houskeeping Canducted ‘ 67.808)8)~1_ |
Sedlment Discharges Controiled 67.804 (d) |~ D Liquid Waste Managed . 67.808(a)(7) :
' : GENERAL REQUIREMENTS Spilt Prevention implemented 67.508(a}8)A)
: E:ﬁ:d S;'ls Re;"o;ied -ISecu;‘e; 2_7"806(?)(;; HazMat Off Ground & Covered 67 B0B(a)}BXB) -

: on Prevenion/mplemented......___162800()2) 1] _ | Secondary Containment Provided s7.808(a)8)e)] [ |
Ynsutiorzediconneclionsitliminalouiia g peeonEI BRI || K 7och, & Livestack Areas Maintained | 67.808(=X8KC) =1
Slopes Protected & Maintained -} 67.806(a)(4) L = - -

: =Jr== Vehicles & Equipment Managed 67.808(a)(9) -

Materials & Wastes Properly Stored . | 67.806(a)(5) - . .

- a1 }—d Grounds, Parking, Roof BMPs in Place { 67.808(a)(10) ]
- [Sell, Greenwasts, Compost Managed 67.806(a){6) | L~ ESA & 303 (@) Requiements 6780 8(b)(2) o
Materials Used According to Label TG | B ae e
Dry Cleanup Methods Used 67.808(aK8)~1_ )| | !991?’ AR : = g -J1
BMPs Functioning & Maintained 67.808 (e L . NOTICE OF VIOLATION YES Eno -
SWPPP REC'D B/ ’ Corred Violations by: I ¥/ | I / 4 / M
CITATION TYPE: [ZTN/A [Jwarning  [JtsT - [Jawp  []JsRD  [[] 4TH & SUBSEQUENT CITATIONS

A A’W(G) eliminagte Wmu”@m

; 67 &0t (k) M'ﬂ%f’*a& Wwwv't%vonll-ﬁ( :
; ‘ &7 gatf (d l ! ﬁMP INSPECTION HOURS&FEES o hourt _
L wup the Sfoem 0(/2314 on norHh side oF b .@ = ::2 per:m::r:::;o;m o el

THE VIO\LATIONS NOTED ABOVE REQUIRE YOUR IMMEDIATE ATTENTION CONTINUED NON-COMPLIANCE MAY SUBJECT YOU ‘
TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR IN CHAPTER 1, DIVISION 8, OF TITLE 1 OF THE COUNTY CODE OF REGULATORY
ORDINANCES. THESE AND FUTURE VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION. ’

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF INSPECTION -

ITARY) DATE INSPECTED OR DOCUQ!EMTS REVIEWED,

["‘"’Tm MEL'?U/G SV A ﬂsmmmns WM;(:‘LE’ DT? ol b 3%7 /ﬁ\/,é%:en‘-q;-
LR!NTA Idm I47M ‘Q‘I"’Omef éqéL——- ' -

~/ Distributian:” White -Caunty - . Canary -Firm/Person Inspected Pink - Inspector

'AWMSW 1405 {04/08) 6340463826_ B
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B county OF saNDIEGO WATER QUALITY 14 405,<r 0576: N

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
WEIGHTS & MEASURES COMPLIANCE INSPECTION

FACILITY TYPE INSPECTION TYPE
S m A O NURGH [ CEM [0 ANNUAL [J DOCS RECO/REVD
Office- 858-694-8980 ANIMAL - []PCB L] REINSPECT 3 COMPLAINT .
Fax- B58-694-3846 [J GoLF O oTHER “iF REINSPECTION* ORIG INSPECTION KO
. WEBSITE: WWW.SDCAWN.ORG ] IRRIGATED AG ‘ﬁ
i BUSINESS NAHE STORMV.'ATER REGISTRATION NO
i ARMSITIRIOING] FIAIRME [, | |/{MCL || | (| | || [317Is{W/]o]]s)

[FPe-Boc azq aliey Conter 9 Dog2 S —

HYDRO SUB-UN{T # ACRES

[ID EED i Site is within 200° of:  Conveyance/MS4 E/-SAD 303d ] Waterbody [}

POLLUTION PREVENTION - REDUCE, REUSE, RECYCLE \5 mg I IM E_

[1water [0 GREENWASTE [J cHEMICAL [ pLasTic ois
| sia [ ]
[J meTAL [] MANURE [ FerTILZER - [J eNErGY [] ANTI-FREEZE

INSPECTION REQUIREMENTS

67.808(a) O] [ [~

5 uih-=Eonnection B __J| Annhual Review Completed & Dac 67.808(aj4) -

Litier Dumps & Slockplies Properly Managed 67.804 (c) H Houskeeping Conducted 67.808@)8) 1 =]
Sediment Discharges Gontrolled 67.804 (d) Liquid Waste Managed ‘ 67.808(a)7)[_J[_I[=]

- L] Spill Prevention Implemented 7.808@xeYA) | Jl—
Eroded Salls Removed - Secured 67.806(a)(1) —4 HazMat Off Ground & Covered 67.808(a)(8XB))] —_

' ﬁ ollution Preverition Implemented 67.806(a)X2)l_ — ¥ Secondary Containment Provided 67.808(a)(8)(B) =
[inguthorized Connections Eliminated 67.806(aX3), —1 Trash & Livestock Areas Maintained 67.808{a)(8)(C) ‘
~ ses Protected & Maintained - : 67.806(aX4) - &7 2

Malerials & Wastes Pro, Stored 67.806(a)5 Vohicles & Equipment Managed soaaxe) 11—}

2 perly Stor 806(aXS) = Grounds, Parking, Roof BMPs in Place | 67.808(a)(10) —
Soil, Greenwaste, Compost Managed 67.806{(a)(6) =¥ESA & 303 (d) R urraments 67.808(0)(2) ==
Materials Used According to Label 67.806(a)(7) — o YR - x % E
Dry Cleanup Methods Used 87.806a}8)] [ [ - A ko £ Y 112 A4 20, 02 :

. BMPs Functioning & Maintained ) 67.806 (e] | : - #ca OF VIOLATION:. YES an}:

— owmen[] | v [T/ LD/TTT]]
CTATIONTYPE: ZINA  [JwarRNING [J1st  [J2vp [J3Ro  [] 4TH & SUBSEQUENT CITATIONS
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M wWaliv iy stanvel Leaving Rt QrmaTiony /—WM gale
MM s cunden, Lake WW ,ewa ornel
za@m.ui
Qumatigy Favme.” 1 [ O < T o
THE VIOLATIONS NOTED ABOVE REQUIRE YOUR IMMEDIATE ATTENTION. CONTINUED NON-COMPLIANCE MAY SUBJECT YOU .

TO PENALTIES AS PROVIDED FOR IN CHAPTER 1, DIVISION 8, OF TITLE 1 OF THE COUNTY CODE OF REGULATORY
ORDINANCES. THESE AND FUTURE VIOLATIONS MAY RESULT IN LEGAL ACTION. :
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- AWMSW 1405 (04/08) a . 6340463826 {,d




Conditional Waiver No. 3 — Discharges from Animal Operations

Conditional Waiver No. 3 is for discharges from animal operations, which contain
pollutants that can percolate to groundwater or runoff to surface waters. Discharges
from animal operations include discharges resulting from animal activities and wastes,
and storm water runoff which can also transport pollutants from animal operations to
surface waters and groundwater.

The following types of discharge not regulated or authorized under WDRs may be
eligible for Conditional Waiver No. 3: '

s Discharges from small animal feeding operations (less than 300 animal units,
where 1 animal unit is equivalent to 1 cow or 1,000 animal pounds)
Discharges from medium animal feeding operations (300 to 998 animal units)
Discharges of storm water runoff

Discharges of manure to composting operations

Discharge/application of manure to soil as an amendment or mulch
Discharges from grazing lands

Discharges from animal operations can be significant sources of sediment, nutrients,
and pathogens (i.e., bacteria, viruses, protozoa), which can adversely affect the quality
of waters of the state if the animals, animal activities, and animal wastes are not
properly managed. Discharges from these types of operations can originate from one
land owner/operator, and have similar discharge sources, environmental settings, and
waiver conditions. Therefore, these types of discharge were grouped together into one
discharge classification. Animal operations that comply with the waiver conditions are
not expected to pose a threat to the quality of waters of the state.

Animals maintained at any of these operations generate wastes (i.e., manure, urine,
soiled bedding) and may cause erosion. Wastes generated by the animals may be
disposed of off site, or stockpiled and/or composted on site by the property/facility
owner/operator. Animal wastes may also be allowed to decompose on site at the point
of discharge by an animal. Fresh, uncomposted manure and/or dried, processed or
composted manure may be used as a fertilizer, soil amendment, or muich.

Animal wastes that remain on site can be a significant source for several poliutants that
can adversely affect water quality. Animals that are allowed to roam and/or graze freely
may cause significant erosion, which can result in destruction of wildlife habitat,
increased runoff, in addition to adversely affecting water quality.

Animal activities and wastes, if not properly managed, can have a significant adverse
impact on the quality of waters of the state. Additionally, storm water and surface runoff
that is allowed to come in contact with these wastes can leach pollutants to underlying
groundwater, or transport pollutants to surface waters. Storm water runoff from
pastures and range lands on animal operations not designated as concentrated animal




feeding operations (CAFOs) is exempt from federal NPDES regulations.” However,
storm water runoff from pasture and range lands is subject to regulations in the state
Water Code and may be regulated with WDRs, unless a waiver is issued. Animal
operations that properly manage their animal activities and wastes are not expected to
pose a threat to the quality of waters of the state. Therefore, waiver conditions must
require proper management and other measures to minimize or eliminate discharges of
pollutants from animal operations to waters of the state.

The number of facilities and/or properties that may be eligible for a conditional waiver
for discharges from animal operations is not known. According to the United States
Department of Agriculture, there are over 700 horse farms in San Diego County. If
animal operations with other types of animals are included, the number is likely to be in
the thousands. Current San Diego Water Board resources would not be sufficient to
issue WDRs to all the animal operations in the Region. However, cumulative
discharges from these types of facilities can potentially have a significant impact on the
quality of the waters in the Region. This, in turn, can increase the efforts required by
cities and counties to comply with NPDES storm water and/or TMDL requirements.

A medium sized animal feeding operation (AFQO), which manages 300 to 999 animal
units {(where 1 animal unit is equivalent to 1 cow or approximately 1,000 animal
pounds), could, by itself, potentially be a significant source of poliutants due to the
number of animals maintained. Depending on the design and management of a
medium AFO, the facility may be designated as a CAFQ. If an animal operation is
designated as a CAFOQ, it is subject to NPDES regulations and would require regulation
under WDRs that conform to NPDES requirements. Knowledge of the design and
operation of a medium AFO is required to ensure MMs/BMPs are implemented and
effective, ‘and determine whether or not the facility should be designated as a CAFO.
Therefore, medium AFOs should require enroliment as required in the existing
conditional waivers.

Small AFOs and grazing lands, on the other hand, may only potentially be significant
sources of pollutants if MMs/BMPs for animal wastes and activities are not properly
implemented. Small AFOs and grazing lands should be eligible for a conditional waiver
without enrollment as long as animal wastes and activities are properly managed.
However, owners/operators of small AFOs and grazing lands that violate waiver
conditions by not implementing MMs/BMPs and allow the degradation of water quality
should be notified of their responsibilities and required to comply with waiver conditions.
Enforcement actions can be taken against facilities that fail to comply with waiver
conditions. Additionally, a small AFO may also be designated as a CAFO and be
subject to NPDES regulations, requiring regulation under WDRs that conform to NPDES
requirements.

Because the San Diego Water Board resources are {imited, enforcing waiver conditions
for animal operations that do not require enrollment is often limited to violators that are
brought to the attention San Diego Water Board. Therefore, the San Diego Water

! Code of Federal Regulations Title 40 section 122.3(e)
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Board must rely upon the assistance of the municipalities, government agencies, non-
governmental organizations, and members of the public to identify animal operations
that are not in compliance with waiver conditions.

Waiver conditions should be developed in order for members of the public, cities,
counties, local agencies and organizations, as well as the San Diego Water Board to
determine if an animal operation is adequately managing its discharges and meeting its
responsibilities. If owners/operators of animal operations are not in compliance with
waiver conditions, they can be issued a Notice of Violation, be required to file Notice of
Intent with the San Diego Water Board, and required to comply with waiver conditions in
order to be eligible for Conditional Waiver No. 3. Sufficient information demonstrating
compliance with the waiver conditions would have to be submitted to avoid regulating
an animal operation with WDRs. However, if the owner/operator of an animal operation
violates any waiver conditions, the San Diego Water Board has the option to terminate -
the conditional waiver for the operation and begin regulating the animal operation with
individual WDRs and/or take other enforcement actions.

Or, depending on the seriousness of the violation, small and medium AFOs could also
be designated as CAFOs and be subject to NPDES regulations, which requires
regulation by WDRs that conform with NPDES requirements. Other enforcement
actions could also be taken against facilities that fail to comply with waiver conditions,
including issuing Notices of Violation, Cease and Desist Orders, or Cleanup -and
Abatement Orders.

in order to be eligible for Conditional Waiver No. 3, discharges must comply with certain
conditions to be protective of water quality. The waiver conditions applicable to
discharges from animal operations include the following:

3.1.A. General Facility Design and Management Waiver Conditions
- 3.1.B: General Manure Management Waiver Conditions
3.1.C. General Waiver Conditions for Composting Manure from Animal Operations
3.1.D. General Waiver Conditions for Application of Manure from Animal Cperations
as a Fertilizer, Amendment, or Mulch to Soil
3.1.E. General inspection and Reporting Waiver Conditions

3.1LA. Specific Waiver Conditions for Small Animal Feeding Operations
3.11.B. Specific Waiver Conditions for Medium Animal Feeding Operations
3.11.C. Specific Waiver Conditions for Grazing Operations

Discharges from animal operations that comply with the general and specific waiver

conditions in Conditional Waiver No. 3 are not expected to pose a threat to the quality of
waters of the state. '
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3.1L.A General Facility Design and Management Waiver Conditions

1. Animal operations must comply with any local, state, and federal ordinances
and regulations and obtain any required approvals, permits, certifications,
and/or licenses from autherized local agencies.

2. Animal operations must implement management measures {MMs) and/or
best management practices (BMPs) to minimize or eliminate the discharge of
pollutants that may adversely impact the quality or beneficial uses of waters
of the state. Recommended MMs/BMPs are provided in Equestrian-Related
Waste Quality Best Management Practices available from the County of San
Diego Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures, and/or the Field
Office Technical Guide available from the Natural Resource Conservation
Service (NRCS), or other sources.

3. Animal operations must prevent direct contact of animals with surface water
bodies. Animals should not be allowed to graze directly adjacent to or within
stream banks. Animal operations should maintain a buffer zone or riparian
filter strip between the animals and any surface waters of the state. The
buffer zone must adequately minimize the discharge of pollutants from an
animal operation. There should be no direct exposure of a surface water
body to an animal.

3.1.B. General Manure Management Waiver Conditions

1. Animal operations must prevent the direct or indirect discharge of animal
wastes (manure, urine, soiled bedding) to any surface waters of the state
(including ephemeral streams and vernal pools).

2. Animal operations must properly manage the wastes (i.e., manure, urine,
soiled bedding) generated by the animals at the facility in accordance with the
following guidelines:

a) Animal wastes should be collected and disposed of regularly (at least
once every two weeks).

b) Animal wastes can be stored temporarily (no longer than two weeks) on
site until disposal, unless animal wastes are composted on site. The
amount of animal wastes stored in temporary storage area must not
exceed the capacity of the storage area. If animal wastes exceed, or
threaten to exceed the capacity of the temporary storage area, the animal
wastes should be disposed of immediately.

c) Areas adjacent to temporary storage area for animal wastes should be
graded to prevent storm water and surface runoff from reaching the
storage area.

d) Temporary storage area should be on an impervious surface (e.g.,
concrete pad or plastic tarp) to prevent leaching of pollutants to
groundwater.

e) Temporary storage area should protected with a roof or cover, or at a
minimum be covered with plastic sheeting if precipitation is forecast within
the next 24 hours, to prevent direct contact between precipitation and
animal wastes.
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f) A buffer zone of at least 100 feet should be maintained between the
temporary storage area for animal wastes and any surface water body
unless sufficient information is provided {o demonstrate that a proposed
alternative is protective of water quality.

g) If animal wastes are composted on site, composting activities must comply

. with the conditions in 3.1.C.

h) If animal wastes are used as a fertilizer, soil amendment, or mulch on
grazing lands, application of animal wastes to soil must comply with the
conditions in 3.1.D.

3.1.C. General Waiver Conditions for Composting Manure from Animal

Operations

1. Prevent the direct or indirect discharge of compost and compost feedstocks to
any surface waters of the state (including ephemeral streams and vernal
pools).

2. Compost pile(s) must not cause or threaten to cause.a condition of
contamination, pollution, or nuisance.

3. Compost pile(s) should be protected with a roof or cover, or at a minimum be
covered with plastic sheeting if precipitation is forecast within the next 24
hours, to prevent direct contact between precipitation and compost.

4. Precipitation and surface drainage should be diverted away from compost
pile(s).

5. A buffer zone of at least 100 feet should be maintained between the compost
pile(s) and any surface waters of the state, unless sufficient information is
provided to demonstrate that a proposed alternative is protective of water
quality.

6. Leachate from compost pile(s) must not adversely impact the quality or
beneficial uses of groundwater in any water wells.

7. The following wastes cannot be added to compost pile(s) unless sufficient
information is provided to demonstrate that the waste does not pose a
potential threat to water quality: (a) municipal solid wastes; (b) sludges,
including sewage sludge, water treatment sludge, and industrial sludge; {(c)
septage; (d) liquid wastes; (e} oil and grease; and (f) hazardous, designated,
and any other wastes determined by the San Diego Water Board to pose a
potential threat to water quality.

3.1.D. General Waiver Conditions for Application of Manure from Animal

Operations as a Fertilizer, Amendment, or Mulch to Soil

1. If fresh and/or uncomposted manure is applied as a fertilizer, amendment, or
mulch to soil, manure must be applied to the same property where the
manure was generated.

2. Dried, processed, or composted manure may be applied as a fertilizer,
amendment, or mulch to soil on sites other than the property where the
manure was generated. Dried, processed, or composted manure may also
be applied as a fertilizer, amendment, or mulch to scil on the same property
where the manure was generated. Use of dried, processed, or composted
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manure on or off the property where the manure was generated must comply
with the waiver conditions in 3.1.D.

3. A buffer zone of at least 100 feet should be maintained between the manure
applied to soil and any surface waters of the state, unless sufficient
information is provided to demonstrate that a propesed alternative is
protective of water quality.

4. The amount of soil amendment or mulch materials that can be applied to soil
must be reasonable for the crop or plant, soil, climate, special local situations,
management system, and type of scil amendment or mulch. Application rates
must take into account storm events during the rainy season (October-May).
Application rates must not allow soil amendment or mulch materials to be
transported off the property in storm water runoff during the rainy season.
Resources are available from the NRCS, University of California Cooperative
Extension (UCCE), and other organizations. A copy of the calculations and/or
estimate of the application rate must be available on site for inspection.

5. Apply amendment or muich materials to soil at site-specific rates appropriate
to the season (i.e., dry vs. rainy).

6. Implement MMs/BMPs in areas with soil amendment or muich materials to
minimize or eliminate runoff and leachate to surface waters and groundwater.

3.LE. General Inspection and Reporting Waiver Conditions
1. The San Diego Water Board and/or other local regulatory agencies must be
allowed reasonable access to the site in order to perform inspections and
conduct monitoring.
2. Animal operations must submit a Notice of Intent or technical and/or
monitoring program reports when directed by the San Diego Water Board.

3.ILA. Specific Waiver Conditions for Small Animal Feeding Operations
1. Small animal feeding operations (AFOs) must not discharge any poliutants to
- waters of the United States through any man-made conveyance, or directly to
~ waters of the United States which originate outside of and pass over, across
or through the facility or otherwise come into direct contact with the animals
confined in the operation.
2. Small AFOs must be operated and maintained in accordance with the
regulations cited in California Code of Regulations Title 27 sections 22562
through 22565.

3.I1.B. Specific Waiver Conditions for Medium Animal Feeding Operations

1. Medium AFOs must not discharge any pollutants to waters of the United
States through any man-made conveyance, or directly to waters of the United
States which originate outside of and pass over, across or through the facility
or otherwise come into direct contact with the animals confined in the
operation.

2. Medium AFOs must be operated and maintained in accordance with the
regulations cited in California Code of Regulations Title 27 sections 22562
through 22565.
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3. Medium AFO facility owners or operators must file a Notice of Intent with the
San Diego Water Board containing, at a minimum, the following information:
a) Property owner name and address
b) AFO owner/operator name and address
¢) Number and types of animals
d) Map of the AFO facility showing the locations of manure stockpiles,

nearby surface water bodies, and/or water wells
e) Description of existing and planned MMs/BMPs for the prevention of
erosion and discharges of animal wastes that could affect the quality of
- waters of the state.
Sufficient information demonstrating compliance with general and specific
waiver conditions must be submitted in order for the medium AFO facility to
be eligible for a conditional waiver.

3.1l.C. Specific Waiver Conditions for Grazing Operations

1. Grazing operations must manage grazing fields to allow lands to revegetate
and minimize topsoil erosion.

2. Owners of pasture and range lands used for grazing, must implement
MMs/BMPs to minimize or eliminate any discharge that could adversely affect
the quality or beneficial uses of waters of the state.

The following list of references provides additional information that is available
regarding appropriate MMs/BMPs for minimizing pollutants in runoff and other
discharges from animal operations.

1.

Equestrian-Related Waste Quality Best Management Practices, County of San
Diego Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures

http.//mwww.sdcounty ca.gov/awm/docs/equestrian_bmp.pdf

Electronic Field Office Technical Guide (eFOTG), United States Department of
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service

http:/imww.nres. usda.gov/technical/efota/

Agricultural Management Measures, State Water Resources Control Board
http://www. swrch.ca.gov/nps/docs/guidance/agricmms. pdf

California Nonpoint Source Encyclopedia, State Water Resource Control Board
http://iwww.swrcb.ca.gov/nps/docs/encyclopedia/agriculture. pdf
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